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Happy # he that condemneth not himſelf, in that thing which be Alloweth. 
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Whether T _ Inexpedient, or purely Indifferent ( ſuch as 
_ our (Engliſh) Ceremonies are) may be Impoſed by men 
' lawfully in the Worſhip of God? Or, if Impoſed, may law- 

fully be ſubmitted, aſſented, and conſented unto ? 


Lawfulneſs 1. Of the Impoſition of them in Worſhip, 

2, Of Submiſſion to them as to Practiſe. 3. Of the 

Declaration of an Unfeigned Aſſent and Conſent to all 
and every thing contained in , and preſcribed by the Book of Common 
Prayer, or by the Late Att of Uniformity in DiArine, Worſhip, 
Diſcipline, The Problemehath reſpect only or chiefly to Wor- 
ſhip, and to the Deciſion of it, I ſhall do theſe three things. 
I. Explain che Terms. 2. Shew how far the Diſſenting Parties 
agree. 3 Undertake to prove the Negative in all the Particulars, 
upon the Caſuiſts own Principles and Conceſſions, = 


T His Grand Queſtion hath three Heads of Diſpute ; Of the 


I. Explication of the Terms, 


I. {ceremonies ] I begin with this, partly todiſtinguiſh between 
Ceremonies, and Circumſtances of Worſhip, which commonly in 
- this Diſpute are confounded ; and partly to draw down the Que- 
ſtion a Thef, as diſcourſed in general under the Notion of Things 
Inexpedient, and purely [Indifferent (as it is warily done by the 
Rev. Caſ#1#, and others, which affords them ſome Creep holes, 
ard Liberty of Evaſion ) ad Hypotheſin in ſpecial co our Ceremo- 
nies, of which the Controvetſie is. And the Definition of a Ce- 
remony will clearly difference it from a Circumſtance of Worſhip. 
Every Ceremony may be conſidered as a circumſtance. but every 
circumſtance in, or of Worſhip is not a- Ceremony. A Ceremony 
is acircumſtance, and ſomething more. And a circuinſtance may 
be made a Ceremony : ex. gr. The colour of a Beaſt offered in Sa- 
crifice was a circumſtance in it ſelf : But 1n the Heijer of Expiati- 
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[3] 
on, the colour was ſpecified , and required to be Red, and no 
other : Here a circumſtance is made, more then naturally it was , 
a Ceremony. Say the lame of Time. P/ace, Habit, &c. abftrafted- 
Iy cenſidercd they were but circumſtances of Worſh:p, but deter- 
mined or inſtituted by God were made Ceremonies , as were the 
Jer iſh Feltivals. temple, E-phod. cc. As for the Definition of a 
Ceremony (for a circemft:»ce 1s nothing but an Adjunct of any 
other thing. ſubſtance or aft) it is variouſly given by divers Di- 
vines z bur all for che moſt part agree in this ( even Heathens alſo 
in any keligion)[ © That a Ceremony 13 Religion is a ſacred Rite 
* infti:ued forthe honouting of God in his Publick Worſhip, and 
*© indeed a part of external Worſhip. ] The Caſs. ft cals them 
[Sacred mylitical Ceremonies, ſignificant ſymbolical Rites, Pag. 
145. ] Others call them Rirws coulends Deam ; not only circum- 
ſtantial Rires to attend the Worſtip, but Rires of Worſhip: or 
Ceremonial, Ritual Worſhip : that is, parts of Worſhip ; for wor- 
ſhip is dividedinto Morat and Ceremonial; which Dittintion is 
idle and vain, if Ceremonies be not worſhip or parts of worſhip. 
The Learned Caſziſ# (and others) fearing this may fall foul upon 
our Ceremonies, bave confounded Ceremonies with circumſtances, 
or at Jeaſt have equivocally uſed the words : For.Pag. 6. He 
ſpeaks [_of circumſtances properly fo called, as time, place, babit, 
purely indifferent] in a general conſideration abſtraRtedly from 
Inconveniency; But he knowes that thoſe circumſtances determi- 
ned by God were made alſo Ceremonies : Inſtitution Divine made \ 
this alteration in, or gave this addi:ion to them : And wi'l|not 
humane Inftitucion alſo of Sacred, myſtical, ſymbelical, ſignificant 
Rites do the fame That ſhall be tried hereatter. But in another 
place, Pap. 145. ſpeaking of ſuch Ceremonies, he confounds , or 
darkens tbe ſenſe by a Diſtir.tion: To this effe4 : [Ceremonies 
may be appointed to fignifie the Favour of God, or the Grace of 
the Sacraments, or to be a means of receiving any Bleſlins from 
God, and thisis very dangerous, if corrupt and ſuperſtitious men 
at any time rule the Church, &c.---But if by Rights and Ceremo- 
pies we mean only the circamſtances of Divine worſhip,and by ſig- 
nificancy that they are fitted to commend the Exerciſe, with Or- 
der and Decency to exyreſs the Gravity and Devotion of the wor- 
ſhippers, I cannot diſcover ſo much danger.'] But 1. Should not 
men ſpeak Properly in ſuch a controverſle as this, diſtinguiſhing 


Ceremonies 
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[3] | 

Ceremonies from circumſtances ? Do any that would be under- 
liood, call meer circumſtances of Order, &c. Ceremonies ? Are 
not natural and civil circumſtances ſo far ſignificant, to expreſs 
gravity and devotion, and tend to Edification, and yet no ſacred 
Ceremonies? 2, Though our Ceremonies do not ſignifie imme» 
diately the favour of God, or the Grace of the Sacramentsz yet 
do they ſignifie Duties on our part, Purity, Conſtancy, Humility - 
ard unleſs they beidle and vain, (and fot that cauſe be caſt out of 
Worſhip) they are intended to be a means of receiving ſome 
Bleſling from God, by a moral operation of thoſe Graces and Du- 
ties intended to be Hgnified in their Inſtitution : And this will ex- 
ſiiy multiply their number, and in his Judgment render them dan- 
gerous,rill(as he faich) they become ſtench inthe Noſtrils of God, 
and of all fober and ſtayd men] As in the Church of Rome. More 
of this hereafrer. | 

2. Inexpedient things. ] This word had need to be explained ; 
for it may have a double jenſe, 1. Privatively, it is as much as xor 
expedient : and ſo is the ſame almoſt with thoſe things the Caſusf 
cals parely Indifferent ( of which in the next place) and often cals 
them Inconvenient. 2. Poſitively, as direQly contrary to expe- 
dient, which ſignifles things «/ef«1, helpful in worſhip, or to the 


. worſhip. He gives us this notion of them, wheg he fates, p.49. 


[ Ceremonies of the Church ought to be expedient not hurtful to 
rhe Church,not troubleſom to good Conſciences, not burdenſom |] 
Things inexpedient therefore in worſhip are ſuch as are hurtful co. 
the worſhip or worſhippers, troubleſom, burdenſom, in a word, 
any things that violate thoſe 7 Rules required in the Impolition of 
Indifferent things in worſhip, (a/. 8. p.33. And in this ſenſe I 
thiok the Rev. Caſ#i/? doth, or ſhould underſtand the word [xex- 
edient ; asa degree worſe then purely-indifferent (which alſo for 
their uſeleſſeneſs in worſhip are unlawfully impoſed by the 
Church or Mapiftrate, as we ſhall hear him aſſert anon ) Burt yet 
(which is obſervable) in the proceſs of his Diſcourſe he confounds 
things inexpedient with things meerly or privatively incon- ' 
venient, or unfit : The Ioftances are many, [Pag.80.Inconvenien- 
cy and inexpediency, Pag.81. Any thing unfit and Inconvenient. 
Pag.89. Inconvenience only. Pag. 91. An Inexpedient indifferent 
thing. Pag. 10g. Somewhat inexpedient, barely inexpedient. Pag. 
105. ] But (under favour)thiq is either a tergiverſation, or perver- 
D 2 ting 
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ting of the Queſtion ; efpecially in reſpeX of the ſecond part, 
our ſubmiſſion to them - for though it be true that ſome things 
inconvenient ought not to be impoſed in worſhip, yet ſuch things 
if impoſed, may in ſome caſes be lawfully fubmitred to, and in that 
No. ion have been ſubmitted ro, by ſome Learned and Pious Non- 
corformilts : For the Inconvenience may be only in a circumſtance 
of Worſhip, as at an unſeaſonaÞle cime, or unconvenient place, and 
the like. And if no otl er will be allowed, ſubmiſſion to them may be 
lawful, rather then not to enjoy the publick Ordinances. Bur if in- 
expedient as Cercmonies,i.e, burtful to the Worſhip as before;:he 
Queſtion is altered, and ſome new Diſtintions muſt be uſed, ot 
which more perhaps hereafter. 

3. T hings parely indifferent | What is meant by things Indiffe- | 
rent, he reſolved us in his firſt Caſe, A middle between neceflary,as 
commanded,.& unlawful things,as forbidden;morally neither good 
nor bad in themſelves, but may be either by ſome circumftar ce : 
And'theſe ſeem to ſome to be of two ſorts. I. Such as may by 
ſome circumſtance be made good or bad. 2. Such as when uſed 
in Worſhip, are at leaſt not good : (whether not bad is 4 Queſti- 
on if Impoſed and uſed in Worſhip) Theſe our Caſzift cals purely 
Indifferent, others meerly Indifferent ; or quatenus Indifferent- 
Caſe 6. What thoſe purely indifferent things are, he diſcovers nor, 
either by a deſcription of them, or any one [nſtance in particular. 
Indeed at Caſe 12. He gives us the ſame deſcription of a thing In- 
different (as ar firſt) and applies itto a thing purely indifferent, 
[A middle place it holds between things zeceſſary and things ſinfu); 
berween things expedient, and things inexpedient, cc. |bur in all 
regards purely indifferent. ] And then tels us, [ The Queſtion is 
not whether there be any ſueh things or no, but hoc /xppoſito, that 
ſuch things there are, and that they are com randed by Lawful 
Authority ] But did it not concern him to pive one Inſtance of 
ſuch a thing as is pxrely Indifferent, not in its Nature and in it ſelf , 
for there are encugh in that kind, but when Impoſed in Worſhip? - 
That's the Caſe and Queſtion : | What's to be done by private 
perſons, wh-n thibgs purely indifferent are required in Religious 
Exerciſes ?-] Now if there be no ſuch things as purely Indifferent 
in worſhip, the Caſe is vain and idle : Speak Sir, to our Ceremo- 
nies : Are our Ceremonies. as the Szrplice, or (7r0/rin Baptiſm, 
athing purely Indifferent in worſhip ? You durft nor ſay ſo; for 

that 
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that had refleRed upon the Church impoſing, as a crime, you ha- 
ving formerly affirmed it unlawful to impoſe ſuch things upon ſe- 
veral good Reaſons, Caſe 6. Therefore you had rather ſuppoſe 
ſuch a caſe ſhould be, then propoſe an Inſtance whea it is ſo : ( au- 


1+ þ noncaſte. But Sir, by things purely Indifferent, my ſelf, and 


ſome Readers underſtood you ro ' mean things that were no way 
uſeful in worſhip, but like Herb: Fobn in the. Pot ; if they do no 
good, they do no harm, as differencing them from things Inexpe- 
dient, as leſs evil. And this at laſt you give us to be the ſenſe, bur 
when you thought this queſtion and your former ſenſe of ic, Caſe 
12. was forgotten, ſee Peg. 147. your own true deſcription of .a 


thing purely iadifferent, viz. [as to be of no uſe or ſervic-]. that 


is, in worſhip. Afﬀirming [nothing ſo purely indifferent ought ro- 
be impoſed. ] And in this ſenſe I take a thing'purely indifferent in 
worſhip isa thing uſel:ſs, needleſs, unneceſſary, &c. Andiin this 
notion if you do not take it,you will never fully reſolve the-preſent 
Controverſie. As onthe otber ſide, if you take inexpedient only 
privatively, for not uſeful, or only inconvenient and: unfit, your 
Caſes are coincident, if not the ſame ;. this of purely indifferent, 
and chat of things inexpedient. Buc 1 paſs on in my Explica- 
£100. £5 

4. May be impoſed lawfully by men || This deſerves:to be ex- 
plained a little. 1. To'maniteſt where the Poyſon lies of moſt of 
humane Traditions applied to worſhip, viz. in the Impoſers,ſome- 
times, only ; alwaies, chiefly, For their Impofition entrenches moft- 
upon the Wiſdom, and Soveraignty of God ;- and the Kingly Of- 
fice of Chriſt, inappoin”ing waies and meanes of his worſhip. 2.To 
diſtinguiſh between the Inipoſers and Submitters in point of Law- 
tulneſs. For ſome inconvenient things may lawfully be ſubmirred 
to, if they be impoſed, which may not bur ſinfully be impoſed; As 
if a meer circumſtance unfit or inconvenient {( in the Caſusſts Jan- 
guage) be commanded in worſhip, - wichour the Obſervation 
whereof, there can be no publick worſhip, it*'s granted by him to 


be unlawful ro command ſuch a circumitance, bur ſtrongly pleaded 


to be lawful and expedient to obey it. 3. Iadde, &y men. ] For 
God may by his Soveraignty command what indifferent, or to us. 
ſeeming inconvenient things in worſhip, he pleaſes {as water in 


| Baptiſm to ſignifie and operate the Grace of Repeneration)becauſe 


he hath power tal work; Grace: by any means: but men as they 
| have- 


(6) 
have no Authority to inſtitute any weaxs of Worſhip, ſo neither 
tave they power to render them effeRual ro them that uſe 
them. 

S- In the Worſhip of God. | For in civil things ther's a Latitude or 
Liberty both to Superiours to impoſe things inconvenient, or inex- 
pedient, both privatively, if not unfic ; or poſitively,as hurtful; and 
for people to obey, withont ſin : but not fo generally in Wor- 
ſhip : forthere boch may fin, the one in commanding, the other 
in ſubmitting to unlawful things. Unlawful, I ſay, either in their 
own nature, or by ſome Accident or circumſtance becoming ſin- 
ful in Worſhip. Of which hereafter more. « 

6. Or, if Impoſed, may lewfully be ſubmitted to. This brings us to 
the ſecond queſtion. concerning Submiſſion to tings inexpedient, 
or purely indifferent in Worſhip. For 1. That they may not law- 
fully be impoſed, is aſſerted often by the Ca/xi/f. The ſubmiflion 
to them is now conſiderable. 2. This ſubmiſſion may reſpe ei- 
ther the Miniſter who is to at them, by ative obedience, or the 
People, who in ſome things are, or may be only paſlively obedi- 


_ ent, by preſence at them, when. they are done without any aſſent 


% 


or conſent unto them, yea with manifeſted diſſent from, and diſ- 
like of them. Of which in another Place and Time. 
7. Aſſemted and Conſented #sto. | And this leads us to the third 
and laft queſtion. We bave thus preceeded. 1.That ſome things 
inconvenient may not be impoſed in Werſhip. 2. That yer ſome 
ſuch things, if impoſed, may be barely ſubmitted to, and alſo law- 
fully in a Caſe. 3. We are now to go the laſt ſtep, whether 
they may be ſubmitted to with an unfeigned aſſent and conſent ? 
The Explication is only here intended in three words. 1, Aſſenr] 
hath reſpec to the tr«rh of a thing, and is an at of the Unaer- 
ftanding. 2. Conſent ] is an At of the Will reſpeRing the Geod- 
neſs of athing. 3. Vnfeigned | implies the ſincerity and fulneſs of 
that Aſſent and Conſent from the bottom of the heart. The 
|Terms of the queſtion being thus explained, we proceed to the 
Second thing propounded. How farParties apree. 


. I. Poſtulata, five Conceſſas 
x. Things uſed (or to be uſed) in Worſhip, are of three ſorts - 


Neceſſary, Vnlawful, or of a miaale ſort, of themſelyes neither 
g00d 


| _—_ 1: 
00d nor bad, but made ſo by circumſtances, calledrhings Indiffe- 
rent. 

; I. Neceſſary, 8s commanded by God : and they are of two ſorts. 
i In ſpecial, as the particular Ordinances, the word and Sacraments. 
Or in general, as the neceſſary circumſtances tending ro Deceacy, 
Order and Edification, 1 Cer,14 40. This DiſtinRion is given us 
by the Caſ#i/fin a little other terms, Caſe 12. Pag. 67. Athing is 
neceſſary either properly as exprelſly commanded by God, or oc- 
1 cafionarily, as expedient. ] thatis, with reſpect to the Rule of cir- 
| cumſtances, and ſo generally commanded alſo. Things expedient 
| then are Neceſſary in Worſhip by an occaſional or ſecondary Ne- 
ceſlicy ; let that be remembred. 
2. Unlawful or ſinful, from ſome Pcohibition from God, and 
| that (as was ſaid inthe former) either in ſpecial, as forbidden by 
- expreſs words, as Images in the Second Commandment : or in ge- 
neral and by conſequence, as all Imaginations and Inventions of 
men add.d to divine worſhip, which are prohibited in the negative 
part ofthe ſame Comma:'dment : and alſo ſuch Circumſtances as 
are indecent, unorderly, and againſt Edification in the Negative 
parc of that Precept, 1 Cor.14.40. This Diſtin&ion is owned. and . 
pivenus alſo by the Caſziſt in the ſame? place, Pag. 68. A thing 
| may be ſinful either init ſelf, (char is, in ics own Nature,es dire&- 
. ſy prohibiced by God) or by ſome inconvenience in its uſe. þ 
| that is, when it is Inexpedient to be uſed in Worſhip; Inexpedi-- 
ent as to the uſe, as he exprefſed himſelf there, pag.66. Things 
Inexpedient then, as violating Order , Decency, &c. are unlaw- 
ful in Worſhip : Let this be remembred-alſo againſt anon. 

3. Indifferent, ofa middie ſort in themſelves neither good nor 
bad, as morally conſidered , or in their own Nature, but by cir- 
cumſtances they may become good 0: bad: or to uſe his own 
words | very.apt by reaſon of Circumſtances.to tend unto , to 

#8 ſwerve unto, to become, or appear, either good or bad.) Now 
whar- thoſe Circamſtances are that change them into good or bad, 
le doth not thereby tell us (a8 he oughc ro have done) but yer 
we may collect his ſenie or meaning, by what isalready ſaid, (and 
more hereafter: ) viz. they then become good, (yea neceſſary) 

when they are expedient for Decency, Order, ec. and Bad, 5. e. . 
ſinful when they are inconvenieat, or inexpedient for thoſe ends, 

that is hurcful in their uſe. 
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For a Cloſe of the firſt Conceſſion, I ſhall only take and pive 
notice of the Method of the Caſuiſt. In the former part treating 
of the /mpeſition of things in Worſhip, he only denies the power 
to impoſe things, purely Indifferent, and Inexpedient, ( ſuppoſing 
1:deed thar as Neceſſary things are commanded by God and Im- 
poſed : ſo finful things may not be Impoſed by man. ) bur ſaies 
nothing of things doubrfzl or ſignificant, &c Bur in the latter part, 
of Submiſſion , be inſtances in, and puts five Caſes, what is to be 
done, if tuch things beimpoſed, viz. 1. Neceſſary things. 2, Ex- 
pedient. 3. Purely Indifferent. 4. Inexpedient. 5, Sinful. In 
which-Proceeding this is further oblervable, chat he mifleads him- 
ſelf and his Reader by this gradation : as if all the 4 former were 
finleſs and lawful, and the laſt ſurt only ſinful in Worſhip. Burir 
already appears (by what hath already been ſaid,and will do more 
' hereafter ) that as the two firtt ſorts are only lawful in Worſhip, 
So the three laſt are all 'unlawtul there ; cither in themſelves, as 
thoſe he cals ſinful, or by the Inconvenience of their uſe, as the 
third ard fourth. Ard ſo ttealing (in this Miſt) this Opinion, 
that things purely Indiffecenc or Inexpedient , withour| the 
former Diſtinction, are lawful in Worſhip : His Arguments for 
Submiſlion ſeem ſo Rational and Plauſible , raken from Peace , 
Dnty; Safety. In a word, as he miſtakes, ſo he mi{-(tates the que- 
ſtion, diſputing 'for Submiſſion to chings lawful in themſelves : 
when he ſhould prove things Inconvenient in their uſe, in Wor- 
ſhip, may lawfully be ſubmitced co, This Obſervation being re- 
membred we thankfully accept this firſt Conceſlion, and proceed 
to the next. : 

2. Nothing ſinful or unlawful, may be either Impoſed gr ſub- 
mitted unto in Divine Worſhip. 1. Not Impoſed : This needs 
no Proof, as confeſſed by all, that know what Religion is, and rhe 
Worſhip of God means. But we have the Aſſent and Conſenc 
of our Rev. Caſxiſt, often atteſted in this Point. For putting the 
Cafe, what is to be done, when things ſinful are Impoſed, |he de- 
' precates any | miſtake of being an Advocate for fin or ſinful Im- 
poſicions. ] And preſently after reſolves,[ ſuch Impoſitions are not 
to be obeyed, Jand if not obeyed, to what end are they Impoſed ? 
Yea when he reſolved before, that things purely Indifferent and 
Inexpedient cannot lawfully be Tmpoſed in Worſhip, much more 


will he deny things ſinful to be lawfully Impoſed, 2. Not Sub- 


' mitted 
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(9 ] 
mitted to if Impoſed. This is the Reſolution of the Caſe, Pag.119. 
peremptorily from the Authority of St. Auguſt. and Bernard: 
[Things of chemſelves and materially evil, as they cannot juſtly 
be commanded, ſo they cannot lawfully be done. JYea in another 
Caſe. [ What if they ſeem ſinful to us, though lawful in them- 
ſelves, if after ſincere and ſerious diſquiſition they ſeem ill ſinful 
ro us ? JHe peremptorily concludes we muſt not obey, pag. 126, 
Much les if it be finful in it ſelf, But ſeeing ſome things are ſinful, 
not materially or in themſelves, but in their uſe, whac will he re- 
ſulvein the latter caſe ? Whether may ſuch things be Impoſed in 
\Ve1ſhip : or if Impoſed,be ſubmitted to ? The Reſolution of this 
{ully znd clearly woul. bave put an end to the preſent Controver- 
fie ; Buc heeither waves it, or obſcures it. Yet ſomething ſhall be 
(aid to it in the next Conceſlton, 

3. NoInexpedient thing may lawfully be impoſed in worſhip, See PZ. 69. 
or ſubmitted to. 1. Not impoſed: this is fully yielded us, pag. OR 
36. (aſe $8. | It being agaict the Rule of the Apoſtle, (al ings en Adbatiey. 
are not expedient ) and irdeed againſt common Reaſon ; it is nor © Impole no- 
lawful in Church-Governours to impeſe any thing about Gods bing but whar 
worſhip that is only Indifferent, and lawfulin its ſe}f, but not ex- whe tn io 
pedient. ] Had he given us his Reaſons againſt Impoſicion of ſuch = ay Dk 
things in worſhip (as be doth in things purely Indifferent ) he had admirs the £x- 
done roble ſervice to the Church ; yet ſomething he hinted in <rting of pow- 
the words alledged | Its againſt the Apoſtles Rule, and common © 2," quiring 
Reaſon to impoſe ſuch things, ] and more explicitly in the words  _ rv 
afore theſe immediately [ All things that are Indifferent and not ncxpelbetle 
expedient, are not lawful, but ſinful 1] Sinful [ Surely he muſt not be unwarran- 
mean materially and in themſelves ( for they were not then indif. '**1-, 25 an a- 
ferent) but ſinful in their uſe if Impoſed or uſed in Worſhip : that 2*ſ* of 2urhe- | 
is, becauſe they are 'nexpedient, yea hurtful to the Worſhip, Wl 
againſt Order, &c. and to the Worſhippers too often. In a word, 
againſt che Second Commandment, 2 Not ſubmitted co. For this 
we have his Aﬀent alſo. [ Things nt expedient to be done) ought n1t 
to be done, and things not expedient to be commanded, ought rot 
to be commanded. ] Where we have both aſſerted, They ought 
notto beimpoſ:d, or if impoſed, not ſubmitted to. It he, or any 
for him ſhall ſay ( as ſome for him do ſay ) things not expedienc, 
if left free to our choyce, may not .be done, but if commanded. 
that. alters the Caſe. I Anſwer (though I think he intended nor 
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this bidden ſenſe in this place) 1, He hath afferted that [things not 
expedient (in worſhip) are not lawful, but ſinful ] as atore. And 
can the Command of Authority make that lawful which,if not in ic 
ſelf, yetinits uſe is ſinful? 2. It is acknowledged by a Proſelyte, 
and ſtout Advocate of the Caſuif, [ That if the things be ſinful, 
they may neither be lawfully Impoſed nor Submirced co. '] I ſee 
his Evaſion : He meanes if they be ſinful in themſelves, or in their 
Nature, and net if on]\ finfully con:manded. But ] rejoyn;1T hir-gs 
may be ſinful intheir T/eas inexpedieat (as was ſaid and granted 
by his Freind, /#pra Conceſſion. 1.) and will he, dare he affirm, 
that things eicher way ſinful, may be either impoſed, or praciiſed 
in Worſhip ? I believe he will not upon ſecond and ſerious Conſi- 
deration. | | 
- 4. Nothing purely Indifferent. (that is idle,or of no uſe) in wor- 
ſhip, may be1mpoſed in worſhip, or if impoſed, ſubmitced to in 
PraCtiſe. 1. Not impoſed, that's granted , and aſſerted often. 
Firſt, he hath a caſe wholly againſt it, Caſe 6. Where, by ſeveral 
Arguments he confutes that Opinion ;- ſome whereof are taken 
from the groſs Ab/ardities which would follow if ſuch a power 
were granted to Church- Governours. All a pefteriors, only the 
laſt 4 privvi. God hath not inveſted them with ſach a power, 
which chough I grant ro be true, ſome of his good Friends will not 
allow him : For they ſay God hath nor only given allowance, but 
a Command to the C hurch-Rulers, to ordain Ceremonies for Or- 
dcr and Decency, 1 Cor.14.40. Yes, may he ſay, but not what. 
indifferent things they pleaſe. But according to the Rules of Im- _ 
poſition in the Seripture - ' that they beſew and wholſom, expedi- 
ent, c. But ] pray who ſhall be Judge of cheir Impoſicions? If 
them:elves only in their Pradence and Diſcretion, they may im- 
poſe what, and as many as they pleaſe. And though the Rev. Ca- 
ſui#t ſaies, pag.28. [he never met with any high Conformilt that 
allowed them ſuch a power, ]. yet fure he forgot himſelf.For a few. 
Lt ayes after, pap. 36. he brings in the great and famous Defender 
of this © harch, confidently , and expreſfly aſſerting ſuch a Power. 
[:+* Church- Governours (faith he) have liberty to eſtabliſh what» 
* ſoever being in it ſelf indifferent, ſhall ro their wiſdom ſeetn. 
© moſt expedient. ] Bur letthat paſs. How doth he prove [that 
God hath not inveſted them with ſuch an Arbitrary and\ftrangely 
unlimited power ?]] Not a word to proveit, which concerned him 
£0 - 
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to have done; ſeeing others affirm , that he hath ſuch a Power. 
One Argument « priore, from the Prohibition of God, had done 
the deed. That was,the ſinfulneſs of ſuch things in Worſhip. Why? 
Becauſe they are either againſt the Apoſtles Rule,(they are againſt 
(or not according to ) Order, Decency, or Edification. Jor againft 
the Third Commandment of che firſt Table, (the general Rule of 
worſhip) as idle, uſeleſs, ſuperfluous, and conſequently a taking of 
Gods Name in vain. Again he tels us, what he had told us before, 
that [ ſuch things, viz. purely Indifferent. ought not ro be enjoyn- 
ed by Auchority. ] 2. But whacif they be Impoſed ? May they 
be ſubmicted ro by Minitfters,or People ? For chis, he 1s as peremp- 
tory for the Aﬀermative, 2s he was before for the Negative. 
{* Whenathing is once required, though not expedient as we 
** would deſire (here he cals things pure!y indifferent not Expedi- 
'*ent ) weare under an obligation, 8nd we muſt nor couſult our 
*- Liberty, bur our Duty. Not fo much our liberty to forbear, as 
** our liberty to obey, &c. pag.69. ] And prefently endeavours to 
prove this his Afſertion | ** By three things of ſo great concern, 
** and even indiſpenſab'e convenitency, that the ordinary inconve- 
© niency of any lawful thing enjoyned, ſeems very light and incon- 
* fiderable, &c:pag 90 andthey are Peace, Duty, Safety. ] Bur 
(let it be obſerved) This he could not affirm, till firſt he had chan- 
ved the ſtate of the Queſtion : which was of things not exedi- 
ent,or Inexpedient, turning the ſenſe into Unhit and Inconvenient, 
And 2. Pittifull; begged the queſtior ; chat the things ſpecified, 
(whether purely indifferent, or inexpedient) are lawful in Wor- 
ſhip. He mult not mean lawful in themſelves, or ia their nature, 
bur alſo in theic uſe in worſhip, For this Diſtinction he gave us, 
(and we ſhall hold him co it) in the firſt Conceſlion : ['** A thirg 
*- may be ſinful either in it ſelf, or by the inconveriency of its uſe } 
that is, when it is inexpedient to be uſed in woiſhip. A thing 
therefore may be lawfulin it ſelf, out of worſhip ; which may be 
{1nful by the inconvenience of its uſe, if uſed in worſhip. Ard up- 
on this groſs (TI ſay not prevarication, for I judce reverently of 
the Caſasſt, he intended not to pervert the ſtace of the queſtion, 
but) miſtake or ſlip of his Judgment or Memory, the whole fol- 
lowing Diſcourſe is founded. He ſuppoſes (and it hath miſl-d roo 
many) that becanſe the things are lawful in themſelves, abſtraQ- 
ed from worſhip, therefore though inconvenient in werſhip; they 
Ci2 113% 
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may be lawfully obeyed in worſhip, and yet ſiofuſlly impoſed. And 
this Miſtake I confeſs he might the more eaſily fall upon , by the 
non-0bſervation of'a double DiſtinRtion, uſeful to the deciſion of 
this Controverſie. 1, Between the Nature of the things inconve- 
nent impoſed in worſhip. They are either meer Circumſtances, or 
more even Religioxs Ceremonies ; If the firſt be impoſed (thongh 
fi:fully by Authority) rather then loſe the ſublance of Worſhip, 
the Ordinarces of God, they may, yea muſt be ſubmitted to, and 
obeyed. Bur if they be Sacred Ceremonies of humane Iavention, 
ard inſtirnion, they may not (1yetthink) be obeyed; atleaſt, 
that's the queſtion. 2. Ther's another DiſtinRtion to be obſerv*d 
be:ween Active ard Paſlive Obedience, when ſuch things are im- 
poſed. It may be lawful (as I yet ſuppoſe, to prevent ſeparation 
from a Church) to yield Paſſive Obedience, by preſence ar the 
Ordinances, when not to be had without them, having ſhewed our 
d:\l;ke and diſſent. But the queſtion is of Active Obedience in 
ating thoſe ITpoſitions, which involves our affent and conſenc , 
either unfeigned or hypocritical. ButT return to the Rev. Caſu- 
i And had he not in his Title Page, limited his Diſcourſe to Rel. 
ious Matters, that is, Matters of Divine worſhip, I ſhould have 
ſugoceſted arother DiſtinRion, between Civil and Sacred Aﬀairs, 
with reſpe& to the power of Superiours in both of theſe. Ir may 
give a little light to the buſineſs in hand, and therefore I ſhall 
briefly rouch it. In civil affairs the ſuprezm Authority may im- 
poſe ſome things inconvenient, or inexpedient, that is perhaps 
hurtful to the buſineſe, and co the SubjeRs or Inferiours, and mult 
alſo be obeyed ; But in Reiigion and Worſhip, a« he may impoſe 
nothing inexpedient (as 1s granted above) ſo if he doth impoſe 
ſuch thing: in worſhip (with the Limitations and former NiſtinRi» 
ons ) he is not to be obeyed. And this I ſhall briefly make good 
againſt him by his own Principles,and Concetltons, and 9ther Rea» 
joovs, 1. No ſinful or unlawfulthing may be (impoſed or) ſub- 
Mitted to in worſhip : but things inconvenient 1n their uſe, are 
finfu! ; See the firſt Conceſſion, Paragr. 2. [** A thing may be 
{ finful either in it ſelf, or by the inconvenience of its uſe, p 68. 
Therefore they may not be ſubmitzed to. 2 No inexpedient thing 
may be (impoſed or) ſubmitced to in worſhip : This is yielded 
in the third Conceſiion ; and che Reaſon is, becauſe they are fin- 
ful. So he affirmed afore, pag.35,35. {© All things that are in- 
'* different, 
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* different, and not expedient, ars not lawful but ſinful.) Bue 
things purely indifferent are inexpedient in worſhip. This is alſo 
his own Expreſſion, now he is ſpeaking of things purely indiffe- 
reat, tocall them inconvenient, oot expedient; And ſurely he will 
not deny but purely Indifferent things impoſed in worſhip, are in- 
convenient in their uſe, and not expedient or inexpedient. (lfhe 
take theſe terms for the ſame) therefore noc to be ſubmitted co. 

3. No things that cauſe the ſubmitter to them, to prophane the 
worſhip of God, by taking his Name in vain, againſt the Third 
Commandment, are to be ſubmitted to, though they be impo- 
ſed; this cannot with any Reaſon be denied : Bur purely indiffe- 
rent things, that is, ( by his own Expoſition ) ſuch as are of no 
uſ.- in Scrvice or worſhip, bur idle, uſeleſs, ſuperfluous, (perhaps 
ridiculous )do prophane the Worſhip of God, therefore they are 
not to be ſubmitted to. 2p 

4. Nothing that violates the Rule of the Apoſtle concerning 
Order, D:cency and Edification, 1 Cor. 14.40, ought to be imp'- 
ſed, orif impoſed, ſubmitted ro; That ſuch things. may not be 
impoſed, is aſſerted ſtrovgly, pag. 43. [_** Nothing thar is diſor- 
*derly, indec nt, (or aga nſt Ed.ficacion in Gods Worſhip, can 
** warranably be impoſed upon the Church. ] Burt things purely in- 
different (deſcribed as afore) are indecent, diforderly, and unedi- 
fying in Worſhip; ergo not to be impoſed, and for the ſame rea- 
ſon to be ſubmicted co, becauſe they are ſinful againſt the Apo- 
ſtles Precept : Much more might be added, bur I forbear till we 
come to the Hyporhefis in our Ceremonies. I have been large in 
this, I ſhall b- ſhorter in the next Conceſſions. 

5. No:hing really ſuperſticious may be impoſed in worſhip, or 
if impoſed, ſubmitted ro, 1. Not impoſed : . For that's 
a manifelt injury to, and violation (as of the whole firſt Table of 
the Deca'ogue in general, ſo ) of the S:zcond Commandment 
thereof in ſpecial , which forbids all ſaperſtitious Worſhip, as falſe. 
Our Rev. Caſmifh ſpeaks not exprefly of this. Caſe, in regard of 
the lmpoſition of ſuch things ;' but comprehends it (a; I ſuppoſe) 
under the general of things ſinful and unlawful, and that is enough 
againſt the Impoſition of them. 2. And as for ſ..bmiflion to them, 
he ſeems to grant that if the thing: be- proved to be really ſuch (as 
by ſome they are ſuppoſed to be) they need not,' they ought not 
ro be ſubmitred to. To diſcover his Judgment herein he puts a 
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caſe Þ wherein doth Superſtition , or the appearance thereof con- 
ft ? pag.129. And he reduces all ro 4 Heads. 1, Merit. 2. zyor- 
ſhip. 3. Perfeftion. 4. Neceſſity | Whether all the kinds of Su- 
perſtition fall under theſe 4 heads, i am not fully ſatisfied : Bur he 
ſeems to me to grant, that if chey be truly and really ſuperſtitious, 
we-may lawfully diſobey the Impoli:ion of chem, Bur of this more 
in Hypotheſs. 

6. Nothing doubtful or ſuſpicious of finfulneſs ought |to. be im- 
poſed in worſhip, or if impoſed, ſubmitted to. For the Impoſition 
of ſuch things in the worſhip of God the Rev. {a/#i/# ſaies no- 
thiag, or bur lictle directly, as not making ira diſputable Caſe ; 
only by conſequence he fates ſomething to ir in another Caſe. 
[What is to be done whena thing ſeems (ſinful to us ?] And he 
ſeems to reſolve it negatively, we ought not to ſubmic unto it, 
For pag.124. He thus beſpeakes bis private perſon. [If thy diſqui- 
ſition for ſatisfaction, bath broughc thee to this, that thou art in 
a doubt, whether thou maiſt obey or oo, firſt I recommend thee 
co that excellent Ca/#5ft, the Rev. B. of Lince/ne ] But what if he 
ſatisfie him not ; then hear his own Reſolution, pag. 126. [If the 
ching required appear ſinfa] co thee ſtill, chou arc bound by the 
Law, thou art bound to the peace' of thine own Conſcience, — 

-|Thou maiſt not obey. ] Thence would I infer if in doubtful things, 
Iam not bound to obey(for ifI doubt, and do a thing, eſpecially in 
worſhip,] ſin) the Magiſtrate ſeems pre-obliged not to command 
ſuch things: For to what end, if the doubtful need nor, mult not 
obey him ? But of this alſo more in Hyporheſs. 

\ 7. No part of worſhip may be impoſed in Divine Service by 

*men. The Reaſon is given by the Rev. Ca/#i/t rwice, becauſe it is 
ſuperſtitious z once p. 4. and 130. Adding, It's Gods Prerogative 
alone co preſcribe his own Worſhip; Command. 2, and forbidden 
o men inthe Negative part thereof. 

8, No lignificant thing (or Ceremony) may by men be impo- 
ſed in Worſhip.'] The Rev. Caſas, having propounded| this caſe, 
p. 144. [Whether the impucing of (ignificancy to thirgs impoſed 
render them ſuperſtitious? ] Relolves che Caſe by a double or ra- 
ther treble Diſtinftion. 1. Of Ceremonies from Circumſtances of 
Worſhip. 2. Ofthe Authors or Inſtitutors of Worſhip, God or 
Men. 3. OfSignificancy, to 1ignifie either the Favour of God, 

the Grace of the Sacraments, or to bea meanes of receiving any 
Bleſling 
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Bleſſing from God, or to intend only fitnefs to commend the ex- 
erciſe with Order and Decency, and to expreſs the gravity and de- 
votion of the Worſhippers , &c. | The Reſulr is this, That Cere- 
woxies (not meer Circumſtances) inſtituted by men ( not God ) 
ſignifying the Favour of God, &c. ( not Order, Decency, Gra- 
vity ) are very dangerous, if corrupt and ſuperſtitious men ſhould 
at any time rule the Church : and we may have quickly not 7, bue 
-otimes 7 if not entire, yet Semi. Sacraments, the Church of God 
and his Service being thereby obnoxious to all the antick and con- 
ceited Crotchets thar the vain imaginations of over-curious men: 
can cumber them with, ti.l they become Rench in the Noftrils of 
all ſober and ſtayd men, . and of God himſelf, as with the Church 
of Rowe. ] Thins is envugh to decide the Controverfie in hand, if 
juſtly appliable co our Ceremonies. To the Conſideration where- 
of we now proceed. 


III. The Procf of the Negative in all the Particulars. 


Hitherto following the ſteps of the Rev. Caſnift, I have pro- 
cecded only i» Thefs, concerning things Inexpedienc, or purely. 
Indifferent, whether they may be impoſed, or ifimpoted, ſub- 
micecd co in worſhip ; and have gathered his Conceſfions into one 
view, and ſhewed how. far both Parties agree : We are now come- 
to the Application of theſe Conceſttons iy Hyporhefi. to the: Mat- 
ters of our bicter Contentions at this day :. And much of my work: 
is done already. The Propoſitions being granted me, and proved, 
I ſhall need only to prove the Afſzmprions of all my Syllogiſmes :. 

For 1f our Ceremonies prove fuch things, as che Conceſſions. 
Sranr, the Concluſions will eaſily follow, that they are unlawful , 
ro be either Impoſed in Worſhip, or Submitted co: I ſhall 
now therefore ftate the Queſtion anew in our particular Caſe ,, - 
thus -: | | 


Whether 0xr Ceremonies may" lawfully by men be Impaſed in the 
worſhip of God: or, if tmpoſed., may lawfully be- Submitied-,. 
Aſſented and ( onſeme d ante? T9 4 


"" The Explication of the Terms is laid down'in the beginniog; and: 
the Probleme containes 3 queſtions,: viz. Of the Lawfulneſs-1.Of: 
the. 
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the Impolicion' of chem ia worſhip, * 2, 'Of the Submiſſion to 
them. 3 Of the Declaration of an unfeigned Aſent and Conſent un- 
to them, Tothe Particulars. 


. I, Of the Impoſition of Ceremonies. 


VWhat we, and moſt Learned Divines urderſtand by a Ceremo- 
ny impoſed in worſhip, was diſcourſed inthe Explicatory part at 
the Entrance of this Difſertation, viz. a Sacred !'ite of worthip- 
ping God intended and inſticuted co the honouring God in wor- 
ſhip ; wheceby.it 1s contra-diſtingutſhed .to a meet Circumllance 
of Worſhip, tending to Decency, -Order and Edification. Now 
that ſuch Ceremonies may 'not be [mpoſed, the Rev. Ca/xit doth 
not explicitly aſſert (that had been dangerous to himſelf) bur yer 
implicitly infinuates ſo much : [ If Ceremonies ſignificant of 
the Grace and Favour of God, or to be a meanes of receivi's any 
Bleſſing from God be impoſed, there is, no doubt, (fates he) much 
dangerinit, p 145. |] But what if meer Circumltances be impoſed ? 
But of this more in that Head of $ipnificancy. | 

That it is unlawful for the Church or Magiſtrate to impoſe our 
Cercmonies, will appear by Application ofall or moſt of the Con- 
cellions above, given us by the Reverend Caſaiſt himſelf; In Ges 
neral thus. - No ſinful, unlawful thing may by any (ore cf men be 
impoſed in worſhip. This is yielded by all of any Religion, as at 
Conceſſion 2. ButT aſſume, our Ceremonies impoſed are ſinful 
and unlawful ; ergo they ought not to be impoſed in Worſhip : 
The Aſſumption is proved by the ſpecial Conceſlions. 

1. All things impoſed or uſed in Worſhip, are either neceſla- 
ry or unlawful z and ſo either Good or Bad : But our Ceremo- 
nies are not neceſſary ; erge. 

The Afinvry is conſtantly and frequently affirmed by the Advo- 
cates thereof, God was, is, and may be well, yea better ſerved 
without chem. 

The  24ajor is granted. in the. firſt Conceſſion. Neceſſary a* 
- commanded by God ; :ſpecially',” or generally. . Uolawful, as for” 
bidden by God, either in ſpecial or in general. If it be ſaid, but 
there are ſome things Indifferent, neither commanded, nor forbid- 
den by God, as the Diviſion above was. Tripartite. | I Anſwer , 
There are three things in themſelves abſtratedly conſidered which 

are 
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are Indifferent, neither morally good nor bad-; but in Worſhip » 
nothing Impoſed iis Indifferene,” bvt "it is either expedient for De- 
cenc; and Order, and ſo commanded and, neceſfary ; or Inexpe- 
dient in the uſe, ' and ſo forbidden andunlawfal ; It is afſerred by 
our Caſuiſt, ( aſe 3. [No on&AdGtion (Che might have added, no 
Ceremony) in Religious Exereiſts-is of its own nature ſo Indiffe- 
rent, but that by the Circumſtances, it eaſily becomcs good or 
evil.] Good. if it be expedient in, or uſeful to the Worſhip : evil, 
if any waies Inconvenient 1n its uſe, that is, Inexpedienr, or hurt- 
tulto the Worſhip, Of this more in the next. 

2. [Nothing Icexpedicnt may |b impoſed. in Worſhip : but 
ſuch are our Ceremonies ;*ergo. &c, ] The Major is fully conceded 
above, and provedalſo by very good Reaſons; this for one, [All 
things indifferent and not expedient, are not lawful but ſiuful. ] If 
not expecient things. that is, not uſeful to the worſhip, be ſinful, 
chen much more, thirigs inexpedient char is,huetful to the worſhip, 
are ſinful + In the Explication of this Term , Jxexpedient, it was 
ſhewed, that as, Expedient, imports'ſomething'poſitive. uſeful , 
helpful to the worſhip ; ſo, Inexped:ext, muſt (in the juſt oppoſiti- 
on) ſignifie ſomething prejudicious, burtful ro it : Not privative- 
ly only, which may be taken for ſome. things' purely Indifferent ; 
but pofitively, as hurtful,” troubleſome , burdenſome, &c. The 
Minor, tha: the Ceremonies in Controverſie, are ivexpedient and 
hurcful co che worſhip, of worſhippers, is abundantly proved by 
others, and evident by Experience -: as violating moſt of his 7 
Rules, given for regulating 'the Impoſicion of Indifferent things 
in worſhip, Caſe 8. Take the' Particulars briefly, - 

1. [They break the Peace of the Church, ' which ought prima- 
rily to be regarded inImpoſicion of ſuch things.) The Caſuift 
proceeds excellently and boldly in the Vindication: of his ſecond 
Rule for Publick Peace. I wiſh the Impoſers of our Ceremonies 
would read or hear his words, and ſeriouſly lay them to hearr. 


{God is the God of Peace and. Order,' of Peace as well as Order. 


And as the Order, ſo the Peace ofthe Church (without which, 
there is no Order) is precious with him, and with all that have 
the Spirit of God, and any care of his Church : Should any thing 
give way to Peace, and ſhould not things Indifferent ? Are not 


theſe Indifferent ? Is nor Peace: neceſſary in many reſpeRs??] See 
the Place. Who knows not, that as che firſt Breach of the Publick 


D Peace, 
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Peace of the Church, was about a Ceremony, or thing Indiffc- 
rent ; ſotheſe Ceremonies impoſed have for many years broken 
the peace of our Church, and now worſt of all} I fhall add a few 
more of the Reverend { aſaiſts words. [ Who can thipk it wiſdom 
to force any thing that is bur indifferent, to the endangering fo ne- 
ceflary a thing «s. peace, or the dividing of the Church of God, or 
provoking any conſiderable part thereof to ſeparate from us ? ] 
But I forbear. | 
_ 2. They are offenſive to weak Brethren [who (as he wel! ) 
though weak, are not to be thrown to the wajs, without any re- 
gard, yea the Scripture reaſons us to a greater tendernels to the 
weaker part ofthe Church. ] And more to this purpoſe. Thing: 
inexpedient of this nature are deſcribed by our Rev. Caſ#i#, to be 
ſuch as are troubleſom to good Conſciences, burdenſom, <&c. tel- 
ling us, Ceremonies of the Church ought not to be burtful co che 
Church, troubleſom, &c. pag,49. The Apoſtles bad a ſpecial care 
of this, «# zper0xA#y, not £0 trouble Gentile Believers with 7ew+fh 
Ceremonies, As 15.19. And how much trouble and ſad dittra-11- 
ons theſe Ceremonies have brought upon many truly tender 
Conſciences, is too viſible. While they were put upon.this Rack, 
either to violate the peace of their Cooſciences, or to rua upon 
their utter nndoing by the rigour of the Law. I commend to their 
Conſideration a Speech of Mr. Rygeys, to be ſeen. p.40. (a ſuffici- 
ent Defender of Ceremonies.) | He chat in things indifferent bath 
not a tender care of weak Chriſtians, ſhewtth that there is not 
that Charity in him, nor regard of his Brethren which God com- 
manded. ] But I pray Sir, Ought there not to be the ſame tender 
_ of weak Chrittians, after they are commanded ? Let. him re- 
oIveit. | 

3. The next Rule violated, to render them inexpedient, is [that 
ef Edification ;. the grand Level of all Church-power (faith our 
Author.) Edification, and not its Deftru<tion, in the whole or in 
any part, The great Principle of ſuch Impoſitions muſt be. Cha» 
rity, not envy at, or defire of revenge, upon any perſon or. party 
otherwiſe minded. Not to fhew victory over them, or dominion 
over their Faith or Actions. } Add the next words, with a very 
little variation. | Things I doubt, not fincerely abhorred by our 
preſent Governours, as nor by our former ] Things then that 
make not for Edification, but rather againſt ir, ought not ts be im- 


poſed 


, 
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poſed in worſhip; becauſe they are inexpedient, either pfivative. 
ly, as not furthering Edification, or poſitively, as hindering or 
hurting it: But our Ceremonies, and other Impobiti ons do rather - 
hinder, then further Edification ; and by Edification I mcan true 
ſpiritual Edification, not carnal or ſuperſtitious ; there are ſome 
things , that in (Ter:ulians Language) do edificare ad Gehenuam ; 
edjfie downwards, or to deſtruftion ; that 1s, to take men off 
from the power of Godlinefs, and make them formal, placing all 
their Relig on in Ceremomes, and Ceremonious Worſhip ; as it 
was with the old Papiſts, the Phariſees, and at this day with the 
new Phariſees the Papiſts ;. yea they have turned to the deſtruQion 
of precious Minilters, and pious People. I need fay no more to 
that, EE. 

4. The next is, That they violate [ char moſt noble Rule of all, 
that of the Apoſtle, 1 Coy. 14. 40. Let all things be done arcen'ly, 
and in order. A ſtanding Rule (as he go-s on) never to be crofled 
by any Anthoricy under Heaven : yea God himſelf will never re- 
verſeit. Then (faies he) nothing that its indecent, or diſorderly 1n 
Gods Worſhip, can warrantably be Impoſed upon the Church. ;] 
Now how diſorderly ſome things impoſed in our Liturgy are, the 
Reverend Commiſitoners, and ethers have manifeſted. And if 
men were noc reſolved upon their own Inventions: Is not Kneel- 
ing at the Lords Supper a diſorderly Gefture > Not only varying 
from the firſt Pattern, but from the Ord:r of all Nations, who 
ſtand or fic, but never k.1eel ar a Supper ? and as contrary £0 
the Cx/tom of rhe prime or pureſt Ch::rches for the tirſt 600 years 
together ; who by the Decrees of Councils, forbad Kneeling ac 
Prayer, on all Lords daies ? And {#F#em is One of the Rules of 
Impoſition given by the Caſuift. [ Of very great uſe to indicate 
what is decent and orderly : Cuttom is Umpire of Indifferent 
things, c>c. pag.44 ] I might have made this a diſtin Head by ic. 
ſelf, But it may ſuffice to touch ar it here. 

5. The laft Rxle v olated by humane Ceremonies impoſed in 
Worſhip is, G»ſþel or Chriftian-Liberty. [ This muſt not be inva- 
ded by any Impoſition which is infringed, if theſe and other rules 
be vot obſerved. 1. If any thing indifferent be impoſed, which 
any way checketh with the former Ries of Expediency, Peace, 
Offence of the weak, Edification, Decency , Order, and the 
Cuſtom of the Churches. 2. If things indifferent. be required 
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with equal ſeverity as things peceſſary. JI liſt not tomake the Ap- 
plication, How far theſe Rules are intringed in the Impoſicion of 
our Ceremonies , he that runs may read it. By what hath been 
ſaid already, they are now ufficiently proved to be in inexpedi- 
en: and hurtful ro che Worthip and Worſhippers, and therefore 
ought not to be impoſed in our Worſhip. Bur further. 

3 [ Nothing purely Indiffe:ent orght co be Impoſed in Worſhip. 
This Propoſition is fully yielded, aſſerted and proved above ac 
the fourth Corceſſion. The Aſſumption, Thar" our:Ceremories 
are ſuch, 5. e. purely Indifferent, will be manifeſted from the De- 
ſcription of a things Purely Indifferent, given us by the Revererd 

Caſuiſt, above in the Explication. [_ 4 thing ſo Indifferent as to be 
of ns uſe , or Service (in Worſhip) not more Expedient then Inex- 
pediest.] thatis, (as I ſuppoſe ) neither good nor bad. But I 
quettion whether any thing Impoſed in worſhip is not either pood 
or bad : yea therefore bad, becauſe it. is not good. The ſenſe is 

Things purely Indifferent, are things uſeleſs, needleſs, idle, ſuper. 
fluous, the Worſhip being compleat and perfe&t without them ; 
Now it is confeſt by all that our Ceremonies are not neceſſary (as 
was ſaid above) but yet their «ſef#{eſs 1s trongly pleaded For, 
as decent and orderly, adding Bezuty and Luſtre ro the Worſhip : 
I-could a:k many Qucſtions here. 1 Are not Gods Ordinances 
orderly and decent without them? It not, they charge the wif- 
dom of Chriſt, as not able to manage his Worſhip decently and 
orderly without the help of fooliſh men. If ſo, what need have 
they of a painted Beanty, having a native beauty of their own ? 

2. To whom do Ceremonies ſeem to 3dd Decency and Order to 
Divine Ordinances? Not to God, or truly Devour Chriſtians, 
who are both beſt pleaſed with the ſimplicity of Lods preſcribed 
Worſhip. To whom then I will not ſay. 4. What Deceocy, or 
Order is there in a S#rplice, more then in a Gown, or Cloak (ſuch 
as Payl wore) but of ſome mens fancying? 4. If they plead 
them uſeful as ſignificant Rites, to excite Devorion, or Duty, &-., 
T. ſhall therefore plead them »ſeleſs, needleſs, &c. becauſe. what is 
expected by them, is done before, and better, by the Ordinances 
themſelves. Of which more upon another account. 

4. [ Nothing really ſuperſtiticus (or eaſily abuſed to Superſti- 
tion ) may be Impoſed in Worſhip. Bur our Ceremonies are 
guilty of Superſiition,and ſuperſtitiouſly abuſed, not only at er 

wy 


(21) 
but by many amongſt our ſelves zergo, &c.”] The firlt Propoſicion 
was the fifth Conceſtion : but lightly rouched, intended to: be 
more largely handled here, Thus the. Rev. Ca/ni#F ſpeakes. more 
fully, [Upon ſuppoſition that the Idolatry, or ſuperſtition: {and 
ſuperſtition is a degree of Idolatry) cannot be ſevered from the uſe 
of a thing, or very bardly done; Idolatry and Superſticion mutt 
bave no Indulgence : the Serpent it ſelf mult be broken in pieces 3 
and that famous Rule of Pope Stephen is applauded by all, ] See 
pag. 141. (The rather becauſe icis the Teſtimony of a Pope againſt 
his Succeſſors) the words are theſe. | If ſome of our Predeceffors 
have done ſome things which at chat rime might be wichour fault , 
and afterwards are turned into Errour and Superſtition, without 
any delay, and with great Authority , they may be deſtroyed by 
Poſterity. ] Bur Superſtition being not inthe things uſed, or requi- 
red, but inthe perſons thac ſuperſticiouſly require, or uſe them, 
grounded in the falſe Do-trine, and Superſtitious Opinion which 
perſons have of them, how ſhall we come to know when things are 
ſuperſticiouſly abuſed ? And chen how can wecharge our Ceremo- 
nies with Superſticion > Our Rev. Ca/#if hath given us ſome rules 
to try them by, pag.1 2:0, &c. which we ſhall apply to the caſe in 
hand as we go. Only premiſing theſe two things. 1; That we li- 
mir not our Diſcourſe only to the 3 Ceremonies, Surp ice, Cro/s, 
and Keeling, but enlarge it toy any other Rices and Ceremonies 
Impoſed and ufed in the Publick Worſhip; even to the Liturgy ic 
ſelf, which being che Form. of divine Service, as itis called, may 
be (tiled, a Grand Ceremony. 2. That it ruſt not be expected 
that all che Rules of Diſcovery ſhoald be applied co every particu- 
[yr Ceremony to provett ſuperſtitious ;. but any one may luffice,if 
rightly applied. And now I proceed. 

1. The firit way of Diſcovery of Szperſtsrion is by the 4 Chara- 
ters thereof given by Learned Divines. An Opinion of Merit; of 
Worſhip; of Perfection ; of Neceſlity. Any one of theſe found 
1n our Ceremonies will teſtifie the perſons that ſo uſe them to be 
Superitttious, 

1, Of Merit, [When (to take his-own words ) we think 
God is bound to reward our Inventions, and that by our Purſes or 
Eabours we purchaſe his favour, this is Superfticion.]- And does 
not a great Rabbs of our Church: (whoſe Learning and Books are 
not only applauded, and admired as Oracles, but approved as Or- 
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chodox by our Rulers,) profeſs vpenly and confidently. [Tt is his 
Dotrine that i//-werſhip,(his Free-will-Offerings)are more com- 
mendable, more acceptable, and more rewardable with God then 
commanded Duties. ] Amongſt which. Free will Oblations, the 
Liturgy is one, great one, the only Form of Divine Service,as it is 
called by ſome ; and do not the vulgar and many higher perſons 
eſteem ir to be moſt commendable , moſt acceptable, and conſe- 
quently moſt rewardable Service of God ? and if not with their 
Purſes, yet by the labour of their Lips; in bearing a part in that 
Service, to purchaſe his Favour ? And 1s not this Superſtition ? 
If it be rewardable, it muſt be either by ſome Promiſe, bur there 
is none ſuch in Scripture. Or of due Debt. Rew.4. bur that is plain 
| Merit ; there's no third way to ground the Reward on. | 

2, Of worſhip. | When things are required as parts, or of the 
Eſſence of Divine Worſhip, or ſo uſed, this 1s Superſticion | Bur 
the Litaroy it (elf is by the Rulers made and called the Form of 
Divine Worſhip, not a part only, but the whole Eſſence and 
Snbftance thereof. 2. Ceremonies are elteemed by all Religions , 
Rites of Worſhip, Ceremonial worſhip, and fo parts of worſhip, 
(as was proved above.) 3. They are made by the Impoſers, Rels- 
5994, not civil Ceremonies, and fo parts of Religion, that is, of 
Werlſhip, and ſo uſed by many : Certainly Kneeling at Sacra- 
ment is a part of external worſhip, and ſo eſteemed and uſed by 
moſk, 

3. Of Perfetion. [ When we conceive the true Beauty of the 
Church, and the PerteCtion of Chriſtianity conſiſtech in things of 
humane Invention. This is Superſtition. ] And do not ſome, on 
this fide Rewe, place the PerfeQion of Chriſtianity, and the beau- 
ty of Religion, in Pompous Ceremonies, Glorious Temples, Sweet 
and melodious Muſick, Gawdy Prieſtly Garments, a compleated 
Liturgy, &c. And do not many think the Service #»decent without 
a Surplice ? the Baptiſm imperfect without the Croſs ? | the Sacra-« 
ment 5rreverently received without Kneeling ? Is not this Sroſs ſu- 
perſtition ? 

4. Of Veceſſity. | When ſuch 1hings are required, and ſo uſed, 
-« i1mply neceſlary in their Nature, being but things Indifferent. 
T a.s 18 alſo Superſtition. ] And I pray, hath not a Learned DoRor 
a Late Biſhop, pleaded the Liturgy to be ſo neceſſary, that with- 


out it, therecan be no Religion, no honefty, no Allegiance. And 
do 
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do not the Late Commiſſioners plead a Precept of Scripture for 
their Ceremonies > Not an Allowance only, but a Command to 
inſtitute Ceremonies ? And is not that neceſſary ? Ina word, docs 
not the Late Act make them ſo neceſſary (as far as they can) that 
the commanded worſhip muſt rather be omitted, then any of their 
humane: divine Service omitted e that men muſt not worſhip God 
without obſeryation of their Ceremonies ?' Wear a Surplice, or 
pray not, preach not : Croſsthe Child, or baptizenot - Knee, 
or receive not the other Sacrament, And for the ordinary uſers 
of them, it is obſervable, that humane Inventions added to the 
Worthip of God, as they are more ſtrictly obſerved thenthe pre- 
ſcribed Worſhip of God; Micah 6. alt. ſo after long continuance, 
they are eſteemed neceſſary; as ( falſly) ſuppoſed co be of Divine 


- Original. Theſe are the ordinary Characters of Superſticion, which 


I could wiſh were oot too viſtble ſpots in the face of our Church ; 
Bur I believe there are more and other waies to diſcover Superſti- 
tion, then theſe. As, 1, To put Holineſs io things, times, places. 
2. To put vertue, efficacy. in things which they have nor neither - 
in their Natures , nor by Divine Inſtitution, 3. To put fignificaci- 
m - pon Ceremonies in Divine Worſhip, Of which more. by: 
and by. | 

2. The next Rule is [ when upon evident and undeniable grounds - 
of General Practiſe, it appears ro the ſober and unbyaſled fort of 
men, that a thing ts uſed ſuperftitiouſly in any of the former Re-. 
ſpects,then no dvub: there is an appearance of Superſtttion. ] Now- 
firſt che Cenerality of our Nation, are proved afore, to be ſupertti- - 
tious inthe uſe of our Liturgy and Ceremonies. And uy Learn-- 


ed that conform to them. ſome are known to be Popifhly fuperlti- 
rious ; in Bowing, Crolling, &c. Some are byaſled by Profits or- 
Pcefermen:s that are gotten or loſt thereby. Only ſome few Sober, 
Learned and unbyaſſed perſons are free from the guilt of Snper- - 
fticion : ſticking to the fimplicicy of Goſpel-worſhip.- 

3. Athird Rule given. and mott undoubted, is fF Look:to the - 
DoQtrine of the Church, whence the Grounds of Impofition and 
Practiſe are drawn - If they be falſe 8od ſuperſtitious, then there 
5 an appearance Of evil to be avoyded. ] We joyn iſſue in this alſo, 
and apply it co the Caſe in hand. 

I, Fhe Doctrine of. the Church though found in moſt of che 
39 Articles, hath-yet been ſcrupled at by Nonconformiſts in the 


Inſtitucion- - 
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Irſtitution--of Ceremonies ; and the DoAtrine and Power piven 
queſtioned : [The Church hath power to Impoſe Ceremonies, ] 
tee the Article: and this is aſſerted by that great Advocate of 
this Church cited above, and more confidently by a Late Biſhop. 
Upon this Principle and bottom are all our Ceremonies, and all 
thoſe at Rowe founded, and is moſt certainly falſe; as is proved 
elſewhere. | 

z. They are held forth in praQtiſe, 8s Moral means to excite 
Devocion, and teach and provoke to Duty : the Szrplice to Purt- 
ty, the Croſs to Corſtancy, cc. And upon theſe Reaſons com- 
mended,and commanded by rhe Church her ſelt,( Preface to the £:- 
targy :Yand by her Champions propugnated, which renders them 
ſuperſtitious; as will further appear on another Head. 

4. The laſt Rule is [| When we have ſome unqueſtionable Rea- 
ſon to ſuſpect che deſign of our Governours, to betray the Church 
to Superſtition and Idolatry, contrary to the known Doctrine of 
it ]enough, and enough ! This Symprome hath beeo viſible for- ' 
merly in ſome chief Rulers of the Church, who were known to be _: 
Popiſhly affected : and laboured to bring in Superſtition and Ido- 
latry into the Church, by ſetting up Images, Crucifixes, Altars 
in the Churches, requiring Bowings at the Name of Jeſus, and ro, * 
or towards the Altars : Aſlertivg holineſs of Times, Places, &c. 
which God never conſecrated: What ſome in chiefeſt: places of 
the Church are now deſigning, time will manifeſt. Sufficient hath 
been ſpoken to prove our Ceremonies to be ſaperſticious, and 
therefore not to be Impoſed, or if Impoſed, to be repealed, and 
reverſed. 

5. | Nothing doubtful, or ſuſpeted juſtly to be ſinful may be * 
Imp>ſed in Worſhip. ] This was the 6th. Poſtalatum, either to 
be granted, or proved : How far the Rev. ( a/#iſt hath yielded to 
this Propoſition, may be ſeen above, and what was evinced from _ 
his Conceſſion. Other Learned and Judicious Divines. aſſert,and 
prove it more fully ; Take ſome of their own words. | Firſt, the fa- 
mous Mr. Hales. who propounds this as a remedy of Schiſm. [To 
have all Liturgies and Publick Forms of Service ſo framed, as that * 
they admit not of particular and private Fancies, but contain only 4 
ſuch things in which all Chriſtians do agree. To charge the Church 
with things unneceſſary, was the firſt beginning of all Superſtition |. 
and Schiſme : — and concludes , whereſoever fa;ſe or ſuſpeRted 1 
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? dareto make the like, ſo is there a ſtricter prohibition (if ſtricter - 

may be) in the ſecond Commandment, that no man preſumeto 

q make a Sacrament, (which is a part of worſhip) Or 4ny thing ike 
q 17 ep a Sacra- 


| ſpiritual Grace, is a Sacrament. Now, as in the Holy Perfume in 
+ the Old Law, there was a ſtri& Prohibicion that no man ſhould 
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Opinions are made a part of Church-Liturgy, he that ſepfrates is 
not the Schiſmatick ; forir is alike unlawful, to make profeſſion of 
known, or ſuſpected falſhood, as ro put in praQtiſe unlawful or ſuſ- 
pected actions. | See morein his Book of Schiſm. Or as his words 
are cited more largely by Mr. Sri//ingfleer, who agrees with him in 


the Aſſertion, and gives 2 ſtrong Reaſon againſt the Impoſition of 1/2. part. r. 
ſuſpe&ted things. [_ As for publick Forms of Divine Service ſuch P28-120:&*. 


of all things certainly, ſhould be ſo compoſed, as to be the leaſt 
ſubje& ro any fcruples from any perſon whatſoever, being on pur- 
roſe compoled for the declaration of mens Unity ard Conſent in 
their pubſick Worſhip. ] And let me add my Mite to the Heap; 


[a worſhip there 15 req ired Vnanimity of hearts, rather then Vyz- See Rom 1 5. 
formity 10 Ceremonies ; ſo the Apoſtle : Be ye all of one mind. Speak. dow! &.1 Cer, 


the ſame thing, Phil. 2.2. And all ſhould ſay Amen tothe ſame 
Prayers, I Cor. 14. Which cannot be dove in things to any doubt- 
ful, or ſuſpeRed to be fajſe or unlawful, | 

And now I ſhall not need to prove the Aſſumption. TI ſhall on» 
ly uſe Mr. Hales his words cited above, ſpoken indeed of /mage 
worſhip, appliable to our Ceremonies. | They are acknowledged 
by all to be unneceſſary, by many held unlawful, by moſt ſuſpe&- 
ed or doubtful ,] and therefore may not lawfully be impoſed in 
Worſhip. | 

6 Laſtly, [ No fignificant thing (or Ceremony) ſignifying ei- 
ther the Favour of God, or the Grace of the Sacrament, or to be 
a means of receiving any Bleſſing from God, may by men be Im- 
poſed in Worſhip : But ſuch are our Ceremonies ; ergo, &c.] The 
Major Propolition is fully granted above in the 7:h. Concellion ; 
and turther confirmed thus ; Becauſe ſignifications of ſuch things, 
put upon things or Ceremonies in worſhip make them Sacraments, 
00 bke to thoſe of Chriſts Inſtitution, at leaſt (as he) Semi-Sacra- 


ments, which Papi call Sacramertals. And indeed they fall un- 


der the Definition of a Sacrament, given in the Church. Catechiſm, 
A Sacrament is an outward viſible fign, of an inward and inviſi- 
ble Grace, ] and therefore an outward viſible ſign ofan inward 
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a Sacrament, or part of worſhip. The Jealoufie of God will not 
endureit. It was 7eroboams ſin (and therefore not ſuch policy as he 
farcied) to make a Feaft,like unto the Feaſt in 7 udah, 1 Kings 2.32. 
It remaines then to prove the Minoy ; that ſuch ſignifications are 
put upon our Ceremonies; that in their Impoſition ſome of thoſe 
Hgnifications are put upon them, and ſo practiſed by many Con- 
formiſts. 

1. That voluntary Services (ſuch as onr Ceremonies) are in- 
tended to fignifie and procure the Favour of God in ſome reipect, 
was openly profeſſed by a Learned Rabbi of this Church, appro- 
ved exm Lice»tia Superiornam, as was inſtanced above, And by 
thoſe that eſteem the Sacrament of Baptiſm, imperfect, without 
the Croſs; or the other Sacrament irreverenrtly received without 
Kneeling, it muſt be irended, chat thoſe Ceremonies do procure 
(and therefore ſignifie) the Favour of God : but I let that paſs 8s 
the ſeriſe of private perſons, { for ſoit will be anſwered) and no: as 
the Judgment of the Church. 

2, {They are Impoſed to ſignifie the Grace of the Sacrament:, 
at leaſt in part, ] with this only difference, that the Sacraments do 
fignifie the whole Covenant of Grace, or che whole Grace of the 
Covenant ; theſe ſome particular Graces thereof : as the Swrplice 
to fignifie Parity, the (roſs Conſtancy : and what are theſe but 
Semi Sacraments (as he cals them) and the Definition of a Sacra- 
ment fits them handſomly. T he outward fign of the Snrplice ſig- 
nifying the inward inviſible Grace of Purity. The outward viſible 
fign of the Croſs ſignifies the inward inviſible Crace of Conſtancy 
in our Profeſſion : fignified before by Baptiſm ; ' Sacraments are 
f1gns to remember us of the whole Covenant of Grace, in both the 
parts; of Grace from (od to us; of Duty from us ro God. Ce- 
remonies are impoſed, to fignifie (they ſay) our Duty to God, 
but not the Grace of God to us. Ex. gy. the Surplice (being pure 
white Linnen ) ſignifies whar purity, holireſs chaſtity, ſhould be in 
a Miniſter, (ſay the ſame proportiohably of the Croſs. ) But does 
it not alſo ſignifie Grace from God, to work thoſe duties or graces 
in us ? (for they are both graces and duties ) If fo : What differs 
it from a Sacrament? Ifnot; it will prove an idle and vain Ce- 
remony ; *and tor that reaſon not to be Impoſed in worſhip, or if 
Impoſed, to be repealed. In the Old Teftament, they were com> 
manded, to make, and weare Frivges, Fronttets, 'Phylaferics , 
| [ To 
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['T o lock upon it, and to remember all the Commandments ” the Lord, | 
«nd ds them, and be holy unto their Gid, Numb. 15.39,40. |] And be- 
ing things appointed by God, no doubt but to the right uſers of 
them, they wete accompanied with grace to perform thoſe dutie; z 
and thoſe were part of their Ceremonial Worſhip. Bur if chey had 
deviſed rheir Ceremonies of their own heads to the ſame religious 
ends, in vain might they bave expe-ted che like efficacy : though 
"> ſtill chey had been religious Ceremonies, and parts of worſhip, but 
falſe. And when the Phariſees did add to theſe Ceremonies[ by ma- 
king broad the Phylatteries, and enlarging the Borders, (that is, the 
Fringes) of their Garments Mat.23.5 |] Our Saviour reproves not 
only their Hypecrifie, in ſeeming hoher to men; bur alſo their 
; Superſtition, ia ſeeming wiſer then God, in their own additions. As 
| inanocher caſe of their own Traditions,their Ab/ations before they 
 dide+:t, waſhing of Pots, Cups, and Beds, as well as hands, they 
:: madethisa Ceremony, to ſignifie what purity and ho/iyeſs ought 
to be in themſelves and others ; expecting no doubt the ſame (af 
! not greater) efficacy from this Ceremony as from thoſe Ablutions 
commanded by God in their Law; and for this our Saviour char- 
, geth them with /://-Wor ſhip, [ Mat.15.8 9. In vain do they wor } ip 
*. me, traching for Dttrines the Commanaments of men, ] How appli- 
- cable all this is te our Ceremonies, | need not fay : the Surplice 
4 anſwers to their Fringes, the Croſs to their Frontlets, being appli- 
Z edto the Childs Foreheed: Ifany ſhall ſay theſe our Ceremonies 
as they are only monirory of Duty, not. exh'bitory of Grace ; ſo 
* the like efficacy is not given to them, by the DofQrixe of our 
* Church. To that ſee the next, | 
 3.[_ Theyareinſtituted (as I conceive by their words) 't5 be a 
; means of receiving ſome Bleſling from God] chat.is, to be woral 
" cauſes to work thoſe Duties, or-Graces in the. V/ers of them z and 
+ ſuch ( and not Phyſical cauſes ) were not only thote Frontlets, 
. Fringes, &«. but the Word and Sacraments alſo of God appoint- 
4 ment. To make good this Charge, I ſhall produce the words of a 
4 Late Advocate of our Ceremonie:. [|If men put any force or effi- 
2 cacyin Circumſtances deviſed by men, wbich neither God hath | 
4 promiſed to make good, nor Nature it felf is apt to produce, a re- 
Fgious Form is impreſſed on them by an erroneou- Intention. ] - 
| Thatmoece vertue or efficacy is put upon our Ceremonies, then 
+ God hath promiſed, or Nature can produce, ſhall be'made out 
? E 2 from 
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from their own acknowledgments, 1. The Church it ſelf, in retai- 


ning and inſtitutiog them hath theſe words ; [ We have been con- 
tent with onlv thoſe Ceremonies, which make to decent Order, 
and pious Diſcipline, and which | Nete rhar] by ſome excellent 
and ſpecial ſignificacton, are able to call co memory , a Duty to be 
performed to God, in the ſtupid mind of man to his edification } 
It muſt be remembred here: 1. Thar theſe Ceremonies are to 
be uſed in the Worſhip of God. 2. They are able to mind men 
of a Duty ro God. 3. They are uſetul not to civil, but ſpiritual E- 
dification : juſt 3s the Frontlets and other Ceremonies were. Now 
this is a ſupernatural effeRt expeCted by che uſe of them, which 
neither þy any promiſe of God, nor by their own nature, they 
are able to produce. But 2. the Apologifts, who underitood 


\ the mind of the Church, and were approved by her. | Go further :; 


As, 1, The Learned Hycke? affirms, | Ihat Ceremonics do leave a 
ſtronger and deeper Impreſſion. ] He muſt mean it, as I ſuppoſe, 
of 8 Spiritual Impreſſion, (being uſed inthe Worſhip of God ) 
and that ſtronger ard deeper chen the very Ordinances of God do 
exhibite, or elſe they are idle, aud needlefs, where the fame or an 
equal Impreſſion, is made by the Ordinances themſelves; ex. gr. 
The Cre/s uſed io Baptiſm, mult be ſuppoſed to make a deeper 
Impreſſion then Baptiſm it ſelf, cc. which if ic be not Superſtition 
ina bigh degree, I know not what is. 2. The Learned Dr. Field 
ſpeaks fuller to the purpoſe: Who having ſtrengly .confuted the 
Popiſh Superſtitions, becauſe they pur a ſupernatural force in theſe 
Ceremonies : addes this ; | ** Our Ceremonies are adhibited. to put 
**1n mind, and (mark this) to excite greater Fervour and Devoti- 
* on, and ro be of force to expreſs ſuch ſpiriznal and heavenly af- 
* fetions, diſpoſitions, motions, or deſires, ſuch a- are-or ought 
* ro beinmen. ] AndI pray, what did che Legal Ceremonies ap- 
pointed by God { before-mentioned ) do more? Or what is this 


leſs then is intended to be effeched by Rowi/ſb Ceremonies ? If it 


be ſaid (as it is) | Our Ceremonies are monitory only, external oc- 
caſions, and objects, whereby the mind of man worketh upon its 
ſelf, not cauſes working .by ſome vertve in them. I Anſwer, 


I. The very Ordinances of God. Word and Sacraments,and thoſe 


other named Ceremonies, dtd not work phyſically by any vertue ifl 
them, bur morally by the Infticution of God; and yet were they 
and are means to-procure and rec.ive a Blefling from God, 2. The 
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[29] 
words are plain, they are appointed ro excite ſpiritual Devotion, 
make ſtronger impreſſions, &c. and is not that a working cauſe, 
or a weans uſed in worſhip to thoſe ends? which is flacly againſt the 
Second Commandment. 3. If they ſtir np ſpiritual devotion, hea- 
venly affections, &c. are not thoſe ſupernatural effects ? 4. If they 
excice ſuch effects in mens hearts, muſt not that preſuppoſe, all 
that uſe them to be ſpiritually minded, and difpoſed ? How elſe 
can they ſtir up in them, thoſe affeRtions that are not in them ? 
But then what uſe are they of to Natural aud carnal men ? There 
is a carnal Devotion, as well as ſpiritual, To ſtir up carnal devo- 
tion W:]l not make them acceptable ro God:IFf they tir up ſpiricual 
devotion in carnal men , is not that a ſupernatural effect aſcribed to 
bumane Ceremonies > Andare they not made hereby as operative; 
and ex':1bitive of Graceas thoſe Inftitmed by God ? Letirt be con- 
ſidered ! I could enlarge this Diſcourſe with other Teſtimonies of 
Learned © eremonialifts ; to the ſame purpoſe : and wich che Pra- 
Riſe and Opinion of many that dote upon them, who expect Grace 
Favonr, and & Bleſſing from God, upon ſuch Devotion : Bur [ 
forbear, and now draw up the Argument into one view againſt the 
Impoſicion of our Ceremonies, !w:/ted-up of a ſix-fold Cord, which 
will not eafily be broken. Thus, [ Nothing Gnful, inexpedient, 
purely-indifferent, ſuperititious, doubtful, or ſignificant Ceremo- 

ny may by men be Impoled in Divine Worſhip. Bur our Cere- 

monies are guilty of all theſe Crimes ; therefore they may not by 
men be [mpoſed in Worſhip, and conſequently if Impoſed, to be 

repealed, which was our firſt undertaking, now performed. 


Il. Of Submiſſion to them, if Impoſea. 


The hardeſt and greateſt work is now over, and'I ſhall not need 
tO be long or large in the two following Particulars As to the 
preſent Queſtion. [ Whether if ſuch things be Laipoſed by Autho- 
rity, we my lawfully ſubmit unto.them ? ] It is often pretended by 
the Ca/#iF and others, | that though the things be Inconvenient, 
and Inexpedient, yet the Command of A+thority alters the ſtate 
of che Queſt. pag. 39,69, &c. and makes them to us. neceſſary by 
a neceſſity of Obedience, (though not ſointheir own natures) by 
vertue of a Divine Com:nandment. [ Qbey them that bave the Rale 
ever you, and ſubmit your ſelves. ] Indeed this pretence ſeems to 

+12 put 


(39) 
put a demur to the Caſe : and is the foundation of all his Diſcourſe 
inthe greateſt part ofit, concerning ſubmiſſion co ſuch Impoſiti- 
Ons : But it is eaſily removed, by a Diſtinction or two, 

1. Ofthe ſenſe of the word {xconvenicut, which he ſubſtitutes 
for the word [nexpedienr, to mo-lifie che harſhneſs thereof, as was 
noted inthe Explicacion of Termes, which having once preſumed 
to do, he then ſuppoſes ( unjuſtly alſo ) thoſe things now called 
Inconvenient, tO be things lawful. not only intheir own nature, and 
extracnltum, but 8l{o in cheir uſe, and in Worſhip, which is con- 
tradicted by hitnleif, when he makes things inconvenient in their 

uſe to be ſinful, p. 68.-Of which atore, 

- _ 2. Ofthings inexpedient or inconvenient, which may be con- 
ceived to be of two ſorts. 1. In r«gard of meer Circumſtances of 
Worſhip, as an inconvenient place, or an unſeaſonable time there- 
of, which muſt be taken, or no other allowed for publick worſhip, 
wherein the Authoricy may fin in Impoling : as violating, the 
Rules of Decency, Order, or Edification, 1 C07. 14. but the Sub- 
je ſins not in ſubmitting, yea ſhould ſin in not ſubmitcing. 2,With 
reſpeRt to humane Ceremonies, which ate inconvenient, and inexpe- 
dient in their uſe, that is hurtful ro the Worſhip, or Worſhippers: 
which are alwates ſinful in worſhip, and may no more lawtully be 
ſubmitted to, then Impoſed in worſhip, as he hath often granted. 
Now then our Ceremonies being proved to be ſo many. waies in- 
expedient, that is, ſinful in worſhip, one Argument (bur a com- 
plicated one, and ſo much the ſtronger) will diſpatch the buſineſs. 
Thus. [ No finful, inexpedient, unneceſſary, ſuperſtitions, doubt- 
ful, ſignificant Ceremonies, may be ſubmitted to, ifImpoſed in 
Worſhip. Bur our Ceremonies are proved to be ſuch ; ergo they 
may not be ſubmitred to. ] Againſt this Concluſion neither the 
Peace of the Church, nor pretended Dry, nor too much de fired 
Safety (bis threefold Cord, uſed to draw others to Conformity 
with bimſelf ) can diſpenſe, till this Argument be enervated, and 
made yoyd. 1 proceed co the laſt. | 


III. Of Afenting and ( onſenting to them. | 


This third and laſt Queſtion is newly occaſioned by the Late 
Act for. Unitormity, and the too general compliance of Minifters, 
with it: notonly to ſubmit to the Ceremonies, and other things 
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Whether it be Iawful for Miniſter, to conform ſo far to the Late efta- 
bliſhed Book for Vniformity, as Prblickly to declare ax == 
Aﬀent and Conſent, to all and every thing contained in, an pre- 
ſeribed by ut ? 


(31) 
Impoſed as to PraRife, (which in ſome things might be tolerable) 
but alſo to enſlave their Judgments, to a full approbation of all and 
every thing contained in, and preſcribed by it. Which one would 
chink, ſhould have ſtumbled many more till they had ſerio. ſly con- 
fidercd both what the things are ( which are very many) and alſo 
have ſufficient ground for ſo large a Submiſſion. Whea it 1s evt- 
dent that many of the Declarers and Subſcribers, never ſaw the 
Book , nor confidered the Reaſons of ſo deep an Engagement, but 
haſtily ſwallowed down all, with an Implicite Faith cruſting co 
their Rulers. Now if there be bur one thing Inexpedient in it, one 
thing falſe, or evil, that is ſinful: As ſubmiſſion to ſo univerſal a 
Practiſe of it, is proved unlawful, ſo the giving an [unfeigned af- 
ſent and conſent to all and every thing contained init] can by no 
200d Conſcience be juſtified. That AR takes in the whole Book, 
as now 1* is Publiſhed and Eſtabliſhed. And containes the Epi- 
rome, or rather Volume of the Exg1;/5, Proteftant, Epiſcopal Re- 
I1p10N. T8 | 

E. The Form of DoQrine, or Confeſſion of Faith in the 39; 
Articles. | 

2. The Mode of Worſhip in the Liturgy. 

3. The Model of Diſcipline in the Book of Ordination,or Con- 
ſecration, of Biſhops, Priells and Deacons.) All theſe to be at 
oneLump, ſubmitted, ſubſcribed, afſented, confented to,and that 
anfeignedly; It was partly yielded above, that in ſome caſes it 
may be lawful not only for peace ſake, but alfo for Conſcience - 
ſake, to ſubmic to ſome thing Inconvenient, ( as an Inconvenient 
Circurſtance) if Impoſed by a lawfut Authority :: But now the- 
Queftion is, of declaring openly an anfeigned aſſent and conſent to. 
a thing (any thing, if any there be) Inconvenient in the Bbok, 
which to me imports an Approbation of it : /as ſhall be ſhewed ere 
long: T ſhall only defire co remember che Explication of the - 
Terms. That Afent hath reef? to the truth of a thing : Conſent to. 
the Gooaueſ7 . Unfeigned fO the ſincerity of both. I now propound 
the Queſtjon the third time, ' | | 


To- 
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To the Deciſion of chis great Queſtion, one woutd eafily think, 
little need be ſaid, confideriog what - os been ſaid already, againſt 
divers things contained inthat Book; any one whereof if proved 
ſinful (as I believe-ſome are, 2nd more will be) might be a ſuffict- 
ent bar to ſuſpendeither Aſl. nt or Conſent to the truth or go0d- 
neſc, much more the practiſe ofchem, which yet is promiſed in the 
Subſcription to them ; I ſhall argue firſt ex conceſſls & probats ; 
and then add ſome more ſpecial Reaſons in ſome Particulars. 

1. In Genersl ; thus 1 aſſault them. | If divers things Impoſed 
and to be ſubmitted co be ſinful, ( the Impoſirinn and $'\bmiflion 
to them being thercfore {inful) then it is much more ſinful to de- 
clare an unfeigned Afſent and Conſent to them, yea to all and 
every thing contained in and pre'cribed by that Book ; but the 
Antecedent is moſt true, and aflerted by themſelves, and where 
they are ſhut, proved fo to be : the Conſequenee 1s made undeni- 
able by the Apoſtles Logick and Divinity, | Rem 1 x/t Who 
though they know that zhey that do ſuch things are guilty or worthy 
ef death; not only do ſuch chings, but alſo av:v-»-eo , conſent to, 
or favour them that do them. ] The Argument is taken « minore 
ad ma«jrs : It is bad todo things ſinful, eſpecially againſt Know- 
ledge and Conſcience, but much worſe to aſſent and conſent un- 
feignedly to the truth, and goodneſs of ſuch things. The reaſon 
is. becauſe a man may do a thing ſinful, either out of Igno! ance,or 
toadvertency, or the violence of a Temptation ; but he cannot un» 
feignedly aſſent, and conſent to the doing of them, or to them that 
do them, without deliberation, and knowingly againſt his clearly 
convinced Conſcience. And the more of 4 is in a fin, the high- 
er is the aggravation of it. Now this is obſervable, that few Con- 
forming Miritters there are, which do not believe ſome thingsin 
that Book to be inconvenient, burdenſom, -troubleſom, and ſcarce 
Orthodox, either in DoQrine, Worſhip , or Diſcipline: And 
ſome in my hearing have already complained , that the burden to 
read all preſcribed, and to preach when they have done, (as they 
ought ro do, being of Divine Inſtitution) is a Burden which they 
are not able to bear, as ſome of their Forefathers complained, And 
co omit or ſhorten Preaching, toenlarge the Church-Service,they 
are ready to profeſs to be againſt their Conſctences; as a making 
voyd the Commandment of God, by obſerving the Traditions of 


men. y 
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2. [It is highly finful to Aſſent and Conſent unfeignedly to 
things Inexpedient, purely wP141c7 (that is Idle, or Uſeleſs) 
Superſtitious, Doubtful, or Significant Humane Ceremonies, as 
againſt the Second and Third Commandments, and becauſe ſuch 
things are ſinful in Worſhip. But to ſome ſach chings, yea many, 
do they aſſent and con/ent, who declare their aſſent and conſent to 
all and every thing Contained in, and Preſcribed by that Book , 
as hath clearly been proved, ergo, &c. 

3» [It is highly Pceſumpruous, Sacrilegious, if not Blaſphe- 
mous, tv make that Book equal to the Sacred 8ble, and the 
Powers Impoling it, as infallible, as thoſe were that wrote the ho- 
ly Scriptures, (as the Pope does the Apocrypha, and the Traditions. 
ot the Church.) )] But this is done by all that in that manner make 
that Declaration : For what can more be declared and afſcried of 
the Holy Canonical, Sprit inſpired Scriptures, then an unf2igned 
aſſent tothe Ty=th, and conſent te the Goodneſy of all and every 
thing contained in thoſe Books ? 

4. [To aſſent and conſent to the Impolition of chings unlawful, 
in Worſhip, is to make themſelves twice guilty of ſin, once as they 
aſſent and conſent to things unlawful, and a ſecond time, as they 
confirm the Impoſers in that ſinful Impoſition.For when will they 
repent of, or repeal theſe ſinful Impoſitions, when they are con- 
firmed to be true, and lawful, by ſo many complying Miniſters in 
ſo high a Declaration ? 

5. To declare and profeſs ſo publickly before God and their 
People, their unfeigned aſſent and conſent to all and every thing in 
that Book : believing, that ſome things are Inconvenient and In- 
expedient, which they wiſh were removed, is groſs Diſlimulation, 
and deſperate hypocrifie. But many of the Complyers do believe 
and confeſs ſome ſuch things to be contained in that Book, cither 
not true, or not lawful, and yet aſſent and conſent to all and every 


** thing contained in it. Or ſuppoſe them ſo corrupted in their un- 


derftanding and Judgments, 8s to be perſwaded of the Goodneſs 
# and Truth of all and every thing therein, it may eaſily be proved, 
2) and hath been already, that ſome things in it are not true, as to 
matter of DoGrine, and ſome things not lawſul, as to matter of 


- Worſhip or Diſcipline, if I might ſafely diſpute againſt that Book, 


baving a Law to render it liable to a Premunire. But Truth is 
| oF Truth, 


@ ® 
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Truth; and to be acknowledged, when we are called to give teſti- 
meny £0 it. This bath been done by many, and not yet anſwered, 
The Book containes the whols of Engliſh Religion, in DoArine, 
Worſhip, and Diſcipline, and in every one of thoſe Defects, Im- 
perfeciions, and Corruptions manifeſted ; anG'yet without Refor- 
mation of many things, impoſed and preſſed on us with more rt- 
cour then formerly, See ſome Particulars. 2 
:. In Doctrine. As 1. In the Articles of Religion, Ar7.20. 
[ The Church hach power to decree Rites and Ceremonies, Jwhich 
words being ambiguous, taken either for meer Circumſtances of 
Wor ſhip, for Order, Decency, &c. or for Sacred Rites, and religi- 
ous Ceremonies; In the firit ſenſe they are true, but doubtful : To 
which no unfeigned aſſent can be given, till che diftin1on be g1- 
ven: In the latt fenſe (in which they are uſually taken,) they are 
proved to be falfe, above in this Diſcourſe. And ſome other prin- 
cipal points of Doftrine there are ſo doubtfully worded, that as 
Papifts and Arminians, bave gloſſed them to their Opinions, fo no 
render Conſcience can ſafely give ſo full aſſent to them as true, ril! 
they be explained, which was formerly denied and prohibited to- 
be made by thoſe that ſubſcribed them. : 
z. In the Liturgy, ſome Dofrivals are delivered and preſcribed »,; 
' to beaſſentedrco ; as firſt, a falſe Tranſlation of the Pfalmes, ac-, *! 
cording to the errours of the Vulgar £atixe, ſtill retained ro be 7 
read; not to ſpeak of their Jeaving our of the Titles of many 3 
Pſalmes, which in Hebrew are Canonical Scripture. And it is as un- 
lawful to take from the word of God as to add to it ; unleſs they 
intend to make amends for their SubſtraRion of ſome, by Additie 
on of other things : and that is ſufficiently done, by addition of 
ſome Apocryphal Ptalmes, Te Denm, Benedicite, and a great ma-= +=! 
ny C hapters of the Bookes called Apocyypha, to be read, a'moſt for 
rwo moneths together ; ſome whereof are falſe, and as very lying 
Legends as thoſe uſed 'in the Romiſh Churches, and ſome newly 
added. notin before, as the Hiſtory of S»/anna, Belt and the Dra- 
gen. Ard what is this but (as they at Rowe) a Canonizing in part, 
of the Apocrypha, making it equal to the Scripture in Divine Ser- 
vice, as part of their DoQrine ; I might add that Aﬀertionſ]That 
all Children Baptized are really regenerated , and want nothing © * 
reczſſary to their Salvation) which drawes after it, alt or moſt - b 
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[353 
the Arminian and Popih Tenents 

3. The Homilies are yart of the Doctrine of the Church, rati- 
fied by the 35 Canon, and preſcribed to be read by every Minifter, 
and now with the Articles enjoyned to 'be aſſented to unfeignedly 
85 true. In theſe have been obſerved ſome falſe DoCctrines; as to 
juſtifie plurality of Wives, by the old Fathers, Hem. Of the time _ 
an: place of Prayer, pag. 147. That Almes purgeth away all fins, 
delivereth from death, Hows. 2. Of Almes, pag. 16. For proof 
whereof is cited, as good Scripture,7obzt 4.10.8 the Son of Syrach. 
Dare any Orthcdox Minifter declare his unfeigned affent to the 
Truth of theſe Doarines? yet this is done by too many. I; 

2. In Werſhip. There are ſome things not good, that is unlaw- 
fal, ro which yet an unfeigned conſent 1s to be given. For the- 
Ceremogies they are Jargely diſcovered to be ſinful and unlawful 
above. To which may be added the eApecryphal Platmes and Books 


; made not only equal with rhe Divine Scriptures, but alſo parts of 


Divine Service, as fully as any part of the Word of God. Add to 


” theſe the Reſponds of the Clerk and People , Women , Boyes and. 


- Wenches, clearly againft the Apoſtle: Rules of Decency, Order, 
' Edification, as may be eaſity mauifelted. And more might be. 


ſaid concerning the Miniſters change of places, poftares, ridicuſons 
peſticulations, as if Divine Service were ſome Play,or Comedy to 
be ated; which canſes the Name of God to be taken in vain a- 
gainſt the third Commandment : Cao any pious devout Miniſter 


4 give Þis unfaigned conſent to theſe as good ? 


3. In D;/ciplize. The Book of Ordination is the Epzrome there- 
of, now joyned and eſtabliſhed with the Articles and Licurgy. But 
there are ſome things in them proved to be falſe. As 1. That there 
are three kinds or Orders of Church Officers z Bihheps, Priefhs and. 


' Deacoar, when Scripture knowes but two - Ic being. proved and. 
* confeſſed by Epiſcopal men, that in Scripture a Biſhop and a Pres- 
* byter are one and the ſame Order and Office. . 2. That. Ordinati- 
- o# by Presbyters is null. I add no more : To all theſe either falſe 


4 
} 


 } weak Brethren, ina very conſiderable number, aud the hurt they 


or unlawful do they aſſent and conſent, which how they can do - 


2: with a good Conſcience, I underſtand not, bur do admire. 


6. And Laſtly, (beſides the burdens they have laid upon their 


have Cone to the Church inthe loſs of fo many Able Miniſters, to - 
the - 


1 


_ (56) 
the gratifying of Antichriſt) they have by cheir unfeigned aſſent 
and conſent to all and eyery ching contained in and preſcribed by 
that Book, in DoRrine,, Worſhip, and Diſcipline, as precluded 
all future hopes of Reformation, ſo alſo enflaved themſelves, and 
their Succeſſors of the Clergy to the power and yoke of Epiſcopal 
Tyranny : Juſt. inthe fame manner, ( if not meaſure) as the -Po- 
Piſh Clergy are enſlaved co the Pope, without all hope of free- 
dom, till either Antichriſt be fallen, or thoſe ftriit Lawes for Con. 
formity b2 repealed and broken : This is one chiet Character of 
Antichriſt, that he cauſech all his Subject; (eſpecially che Clergy) 
to receive a Mark in their richt hand. and in thiir Forehead, that 
noxe may buy or ſell that want ths Mark, How far this is appliable 
. to our preſent condition, any wiſe man wilt eafily diſcero. The 
' Biſhops have now obtained their long Deſire, and Deſign, to /ab- 
dxe, and enſlave the Clerg, to themſelves (and with them the 
People) they having boared their Eares to their Door poſts, and 
received a mark in their Foreheads,by their ſo Publick Declaration, 
and in their Right Hayd by their S#bſcription, without which no 
Miniſter may buy or ſell, chat is, deal in any thing that concernes 
his Miniſterial. Office, or as a Schollar, to get a Livelihogd. And 
whether this be not the ſlaying of the Witneſſes (Natufal-or Ci- 
vil) ſpoken of inthe Revelation, or the Forerunner of it, I leave 
to prudent men to determine. And here reft. 
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The Grand Caſe' conſidered,” as 

to the double Supplement an- 
nexed taereunto. 


I. . Touching Things Inexpedient. 


becauſe it 1s intended to be a Swpport to uphold his former 
Trac, which I have chroughly ventilated ; and parcly becauſe 
it muſt be the Foundation of che Main Caſe of C ouformity tO 
the Declarations required in the Late Act, For if the things in que- 
{tion , be not only I*convement, Or burdenſom, but alſo Izexped:- 
ext, that is, (according to his own Expoſition of the word) S:xful , 
[ In vain#s the Net ſpread before the eyes of any Fowl.| No man of any 
200d Conſcience, can, or dare be taken with ſuch Chaffe, as he 


[| Begin wich this (chough it ſtand laſt in the Grand Caſe) partly 


2 hath here ſcattered, in ſtead of good Corn, to beguile and miſlead 


his Readers. 

Before I conſider, what freſh Szpply he hath brought, I ſhall pre- 
miſe ſome few Obſervations, as grounds ro ſhake and fruſtrate all 
+ this ſecond Undertaking, | 

1, Hehere again (as was complained of, and manifeſted, on 
his former caſes) confounds [nexpedient With [nconvenrent. Some- 
times we hear of [© Things Gmply incxpedient, p. 144. which he 
* ©*.expounds by things Inconvenient, p. 147. No ſmall Inconveni- 
' © ence, p. 150. For ſome Inconveniences impoſed on us, we ought 
\ © nor. to quit our Miniſtry, ] (Which we profeſs we would nor do) 


* andother the like Paſſages; wheh yer he told us, [ * Things no 


*< Expedientin Worſhip oughr-not to be Impoſed,or if Impoſed,to 
> * be.Submicted-to.}. as-anon we ſhall bear. , : . 


®* ;. > bs; Inexpeaient may. be taken, , either negatively, for a thing not 


* ;Exgiadient; or po/itizrel ,for ſomething huttful.; For as, E xpeaent 


* is caken for #{efwl, help al, to the:bulineſs. we are about : So a thing 


 Inexpearent, (1n 2-it appolition,- as was faid ) may betakeneither 
- Way» :for natulefyl, or burtful roats1lc 1 | 
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[38] 
3. Athing inexpediently evil, or hurtful in Worſhip, may be ca« 
ken eicher for malwuwpene, as troubleſom , or burdenſom , or for 
maluns culpe, a thing Gnful.. "The Rev. Caſmiſt does not clearly di 
tinguiſh theſe rwo lenſes, and which he meanes ; and therefore 
ſeemes ſecretly to pals 4 gevere in gexns : from one kind to another. 
4. Arhing Tay be ſifal, either in z4 ſelf, or 1n 275 uſe In Weor- 
ſhip, from ſome Circumitance of time or place, &c. This Diltin&i- 
on is given us by the Caſmſt, p. 68. of the former Tratt, any we 
fhall make uſe of it bercafter. | | 
5-A thing may be /nexpedrent in two Reſpects;1.In matters of Ci- 
vil, and common Affairs, or in matters of Rel;gion and Worſhip, 
Some Afſertions of his, are true and allowable in che firſt , but nor 
in the ſecond reſpe&t. I needed not to have noted” this, but char 
he ſeems to have forgotten ( what he firſt intended) that heis tied 
to ſpeak to things Inexpedient in Worſhip. 

6. Things evil and Inexpedient, in both ſenſes, as penally or 
finfully ſuch, may be conſidered or compared 3 waies. | 

I, One evil of puniſhment with another, a leſſer with a greater ; 
and here the Rule is, e wats minimum ; chule the leatt. 

2. Anevil of puniſhment, with an evil of fin ; and here the 
Rule is, The grexelt evil of puniſhment mult be choſen, rather 
then the lea(t evil of fin, as Heb. £1,25. 

3. One evil of fin with another , lefler , equal, or greater; and 
here the Rule is, e malis nemrrum, vel nulluns. 

And now we come to the Caſe propounded [* Whether, or 
« how ffar things inexpedient ( not impoſed in. Worſhip , 
for that 1s peremptorily denied by the Rev. Caſaiff in the former 


Tract, but ) may be ſubmitted to, if impoſed, by Authority ? ? 


That was the Caſe before.|** Whar 1s to be done, when things Inex- 
« pedient areimpoſed ? viz. in Worſhip: Now an Obpaition, ic 
ſeemes, 1s lately Rarred, and an Argument enforced from his own 
Principles, for the Negative, in this manner - 

* Nothing ſinful in Worſhip may be ſubmiteed co, though i:n- 
« poſed by Authority ; which is now proved by Scriprure, 'we may 
* not do evil, that good may come thereby - Bur Inexpedienc 
« chings impoſed in Worſhip ate ſinful ; expo not to be fabmitceg 
«* to.] The Major 28 it is obvious to any Religious Conſcience; fo 
it 15 often aflerted inthe other Trat : The Miner is alſo gramed in 
che very cexms : [** All Indiiferent things nor expedient; are nor 


* lawful, 


[59] 
« [ayful, but finful,p. 36.] And p. 34- Things not expedient to be 
<« done, ought not to be done.] What faies <a co1t? Both che 
Propoſitions beivg his own, he multeither yield che Cauſe, and 
own the Concluſion, Or diſtinguiſh of one, or both the Propoſitions ; 
which latter he attempts to do, as followeth : 
[< Things are evil or unlawful, eicher i Fecre , Or in genere 
«only , either in themſelves, as prohibiced by ſome ſpecial Law, 
<« Natural or Poſitive; or in reſpe& ro ſome Circumſtance or Ac- 
« cident.] Towhich I reply in this manner ; defiring to know ro 
which Propoſition he will apply chis DiſtinRion. 1.1f rothe Aſajor, 
it muſt be thus; |* Things ſinful againſt a ſpecial Commandment, 
« may nor beſubmirred ro in Worthip, bu things forbidden by « 
« oeneral Commandment, may, if impoſed by Authority.] For 
ſo he ſaies : [** Things of the ſecond kind, prohibiced in general, are 
* not a violation of a ſpecial Law of God, but of a general, p.145.] 
And ſuch may be lawfully ſubmitted to, or I know'noc what to make 
© ofhis words - To ſay, that things prohibited by a general Law, are 
- not aviolation of a ſpecial Law, is a vulgar truch, and not beſeem- 
: ingtheR Caſwmſis Learning. And to ſay, things evil and unlaw- 
-; ful either by a ſpecial or general Law, are not finful, will leſs be- 
ſeem his Wiſdom ; forthat 1s a contradiftion : Things finful ( ſuch 
- areall prohibired by any Law of God) are not ſinful. 2. If he ap- 
” ply his Diſtinion co che Amer, ic muſt , I ſuppoſe be thus: 
” | * Things Inexpedient are of cwo ſors; either ſuch as-are prohi- 
; «hired by a ſpecial, or by a general Comandment : the firſt ſort 
' «zrefinful, and not to be ſubmucred co, but the latter may.] Will 
he ſtand to this ? May any finful ching in Worſhip be ſubmicted ro? 
Hath he not aſſerted che contrary, in che caſe of Cnful things 1mpo- 
| ſed ? Beſides, this Diſtinction.comes here coo late, being neceſla- 
Ty to have been uſed, before he gave us chat univerſal Propoficion - 
* [© All Indifferent chings nor-expedienr, are not lawful, bur finful.] 
' And now, belike,-ſome xot-expedrent things are not ſinful, bur law- 
| fut in Worſhip. 3. Orifhe.ſhall ſay, by zexpedtert, he meanes 
| only things /»compenient, burdenfom perhaps, bur noc favfiil + the 
+ firſt4nz2y beſubmicted ro, nor the ſecond : He faies true, burithen 
' he equivocates With us, 1D both his Tracts, in the ſenſe of the word, 
' Inexpedient : having told us, that all Inexpedient things in-Wor- 
| ſhip, were finful, and noc robedone:. and ſo ſlips « genere in gems. 
| 4. He told ns alſo, ſome chings were finful in:chemſelves, and ſome 


Cao) 
by Inconveniency in their uſe, p.: 68. But both are ſinful, and can ei- 
ther'of them be lawfully fubmitred to? 5. His Inſtances of things 
prohibited  gemere; are Indecevcies, and Diforders,/and the hke, in 
Worſhip, Bur this is a great Miſtake, in a Divine, in a Caſmſ?: For 
there are as ſpecial Liwes againſt chem , either 10 Nature, of Scrip- 
rure, and as Moral, as agairſt Murder, or Theft ; viz. either the 
Second or Third Commandments, as Additions tothe Worſhip, 
or prophanation of it, and confequently a raking of Gods Name 1» 
van g Or by I Cor. 14.40. where ſpectally forbidden : Yea, they 
ſeem prohibited by a Luw of Natvre, | A ſtanding Law, (faid he ) 
« never to be croſſed by any Authority under Heaven, yea the God 
* of Heaven being the God of Order, will never reverſe it, &c.] 
p. 43. of the other Caſes : If not impoſed, nor may they-be ſubmic- 
redro: The Reaſon is the ſame for both, becanſe'they are Gnful i» 
therr wſe, or by the circumſtance of the time, when uſed in Worſhip, 
being now Txexpedient, and for that reaſon both unlawful ro be im- 
poſed, or if impoſed, to be ſubmitted to, p: 34. NE 
Hereupon it ſeemes ſtrange to me, .which here he ates ; [© If 
« the Inexpediency of ſuch a thing, for which alone ir is prohibired, 
©* beeicher ſeparated from it, or overballanced, 1t becomes repug- 
& nant tono Lay at all, &c.| For, 1. This is as if he ſhould ſay, 
feparatethe (in from it, and it is not ſinful : What is the fin of a 
thing inexpedient in Worſhip, but che uſe ofitin Worſhip? Sepa- 
rare the uſe of ſuch a thing from Worſhip,and jt may be lawfully u- 
ſed out of Worſhip: e. g. a Surplice, and the Sign of the Croſs uſed 
in Worſhip, as Symbolical Rites, or Ceremonies, we (ay, are finful : 
bur our of Worthip, the one may be lawfully uſed , by a Grooms or 
Porter ; the other for a Sig» of a dwelling houſe, &c. Bur in wor- 
ſhip;rhefin and the thing uſed, are inſeparable. 2. Neither can 
the ſinful /nexpediency be overballanced by any external, cempgral, 
Expediencies : |* An-evil of fin may not be done, to prevent rhe 
* oreateſt paznal evil, or to procure the greateſt temporal good;] 
And here he fecretly flides from one kind of evil to another, Cal- 
vins.Teſtimony 1s not tothe purpoſe ; for he ſpeakes of C:v4l uſages, 
or Cuſtomes of the place, and not of - Religious Rites, or Ceremo- 
nies: © vl 34 | TOs 
- The like Aiftakes are in the next. [© That which by reaſon of 
« Circumftances only, is evil, or unlawful, 1s ſo accidencally, and 
- * may be nor. immurably ſo.} The firſt part is true; bur a thing 
E nd Whic 


(41) 
- which is accidentally evil, may be immurably ſo, in ics uſe, in wor- - 
ſhip, as an' /adecency, or Niſorder in Worſhip, 1s alwatesevil ; fin- 
fully evil, as was confeſſed. 2. | ** That which 1s evil by accident, in 
<< -one reſpeR, may be good, yea better rhan another. | True alſo,if 
he ſpeak of things perally evil: Burt 1f the thing be /fwlly evil, 
( though bur in the ſe, in Worſhip) all the reſpects 1n the world 
cannot make it good, much leſs, better to be done in Worſhip. 
3. Hence the thing that ſeemed, and Was /i»fully Inexpedient, can 
by no Circumitances penally evil, be made(as he fates) expedient, 
much leſs lawful, and neceflary : for ſo we may, yea mult doevil, 
that good may come thereby. Polanxs his Ruleis Goldes, and 
good 1n civil things penally evil; there the greater and more expe- 
diencies muſt ovetballance che lefler and fewer; but 1s a Leader 
Rule, when ſinful and penal evils meet together ; the fir muſt be 
left undone, whatever becomes of the other, 

We mult not do evil, to obtzin good. He returnes to this. [© Yer 
« we mult do go0d to prevent evil, though the thing begood for 
< nothing elfe. |.'] pray whar 1s rhe meaning of the Apoltles Rule ? 
[We mult nor do theleaſt-finful evil, to obtain thegreatelt rem- 
* poral good : | Burt heby: evil, uncerfiands ſome penal eva (not 
moral or finful) wh2n he ſaies, we mult do good, to prevent evil : 
What good ? Morally good ? Thar's true, bur then he ſecretly begs 
che Queſtion, that Inexpedient things are morally good, in wor- 
ſhip ; or.if otherwiſe, then he allowes us.to (in, to prevent ſome pe- 
nal evil: And what means he by evil, which we muſt prevent ? 
If only penal,ſhe permits us rodo a {inful evil to prevent ſome penal 
evil, or if (finful, then he allows us to prevent one fin by doing ano- 
ther: For ſuch we take things Inexpedient in worthip to be. 
But (by the way) this is but an iil Charater of the good he inrends, 
that it ts good for nothing elſe bur to prevent theevil of ſuffering: 1 
leave him to apply ir, 1ſhall not now ſtand to anſwer what he ſates 
of the Apoſtles making of ſome inconvenient things xeceſſary :. It. 
will come ag4in more fitly, and fully ro be conſidered in the nexc 
Caſe. Ali 7 fay now, 1s but this ; That if E xpediency will makea 
thing 200d, &neceſſary,and our duty to do(as he aflerts)then it may 
ſeem reaſonable, at leaſt, in worſhip, that /vexpedzency ſhould ren- 
der. a thing evil, and unlawful, and make it ones Duty not to - 
do if, : TK 


The Teſtimonies of Cypr, Ambroſe, Anguſt are eably anſwered, 
| 6 in 


D. A, Fre ' : 
Suite nt) New conformiſt hach done icro my hands at large, to whom 7 re- 
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in a few words : They ſpeak not of Ayftical Rites, or Genificane 
Ceremonies, bur of ſome civil external Zſages gotten ivtoworſhip ; 
different in divers places z as Segcrates tells us of many, in his eime ; 
as inobſerva.ion of Eaſter or Lent: 1n receiving the Lords Supper 
ar Evening or Morning, {tancing or fitting, &s. Such an Uſage in 
Reformed Churches,1s, that ſonewhere the Miniſters preach with 
heads covered,otherwhere, bare-headec, and many the like: In ſuch 
things, thoſe Ancients adviſe to conform to the Ulſages of the places 
where they come : but ſurely,would never have wiſe people to com- 

ply in things inc diencly finful, in worſhip, in any place, * 
The ſzme may be ſaid for Forreign and home-reformed Divines. 
[*© Do not they (they abroad) either approve our Uſages, or diſlike 
&© them only as inconvenient ? and thoſe they diſlike as ſuch, do 
& they not yet earnelily perſwade to conformity ro them,from a ſ2d 
© proſpect of greater Inconveniencies, the diſquier of che Church, 
< provoking Governours, and the laying aſide the work of the Go- 
«\pel?] 1 might anſwer many things, but a Learned and Pious 


ferre the Rev. {«ſ1ſt, for full ſatisfation. The ſumme is this : 

I. Some of thoſe Learned men, did, at the beginning of the Re- 
formation, and before rhey had ſtudied the Controverhe about Ce- 
remoniee, ſuppoſe our #ſages to be only I»corventent, and burdens , 
and therefore adviſed, that for ſome Inconveniences impoſed here, 
they ſhould nor-quit cheir Miniſtry, or hazard the Church. (Which 
Counſel we ſhould be willing ro embrace, were not many things 
co us unlawful.) 

2, Some of them, yea many, upon more ſerious Conſideration, 
do in their latter Writings, declare their Judgment of them, that 
they are unlawful. 

3. Being in ſome perplexities , what to anſwer to thoſe Incon- 
veniences feared, and out of tender humane Compaſſion to their 
Brethren here, like to ſuffer poverty, and hardſhip, did adviſe,com- 
paratively, rarher ro Conformity, than ro quit their Miniſtry , a- 
eain(t their own Judgment. This, and much more, that Learned 
Profeſ#our. They did not therefore ſo ſweetly agree together, as is 
prerended; for they agreed not with themſelves. 

As for. Illiricus, who differed from thereſt of his-Brethren, in 
marter of Conformity ; it was only or chiefly with reſpe& tothe /»- 
terins, impoſed by the Emperor 3 wherein were many Popiſh Er- 
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row77, be bad better ground to oppoſe that Conformicy, than ochers 
had to perſwadeuntoir : And if ſome things now impoſed, be (to 
us ) as unlawful as thoſe were, they that now refuſe, have as good, 
(if not the ſame) Apology for themſelves. And if chat only was 
his Cr;me, and occafioned ſo many tumulrts, he was unjulily charged 
by Beza, [* That he promored Popery, as if he had been hired by 
* the Pope. | unleſs any will ſay, the preaching of rhe Goſpel by 
che Apoltles, was the aufe of ſo many Tumults, where-ever chey 
came. Bur cather, they that impoſed thoſe Errors, were the cau- 
ſers, and they that conformed to them, were che Occaſiozers of 
thoſe Calamities, which fell upon Non-conformers: and did the 
Pope more ſervice, by Gilencing thoſe Pious men, from Preaching 
againſt thoſe Errours. If Ifiricws Was an hot-ſpirited man, and hid 
other Errours of his own (as this for one, that Si was « Subſtance, * 
&c.) which h2 coo vehemently matnrained, he might deſerve that 
black Charatter, given him by the Hsf/or:av ; but not for perſwa- 
ding the Miniſters, tolay down rheis Miniſtry, rather than con- 
form to thoſe many Pepiſh Erreary. 

And for our own Dives, at home, that they were ſubdued by 
this Principle | *© That we ought rather ro conform to fome' things 
« Tnexpedient; (that ts Inconvenient } chan to lay down our Af;- 
« mfery, | 1s partly true, of ſore of chem, that at firlt, raking 
chings impoſed to be only Inconvenient, and not unlawful, they did, 
in ſome things comply ; But 1c is as evident , thar they did eſteem 
fone things ww/awful, and ( like men under ſad tempracions ) did 
contradict themſelves ; an example whereof, the Rev. Caſaiſt gave- 
us,- in one of the moſt eminent among them, in his other Tract, 
p.10I. Bur thecruth is, moſtof choſe named by him, lived, and: 
died Nowonformeſt s. | 

For Mr. Sprint, as he was prevailed upon, to conform, by that: 
ſuppoſed, not proved Principle, that our Ceremonies were bur In-- 
convenient, not-unlawful; fo no marvel, 1f he upon che ſame 
Principle, previiled- with others, perhaps unacquainted, . and .un- 
ſtudied in che Controverkee,' and willing to be perſwaded, for ſome - 
reaſons of their own. And if our Rev. Caſ. perceive any bloſſoms, 
toappear in fone, by the influence of his Refolucions, I fear ic 1s 
with them, as with ſome over-forward trees, that bloſſome ini. Fe- 
bruary, and are blaſted by ſome Afearch winds, and Froſts : when 
they {ball ſee theavſelves deceived, in che Application of that Prin- 

| ctple. ; 


(44). 


ciple ; and find ſome things preſumedto be only 7nconve;ent, ( not 
proved ſuch by their Author) to appear, and be w»lawfal. 


2. Touching the Impoſition of things wnlawfml. 


In the propoſition of this Caſe, we muſt rather rake his meaning 
then his words. The Queſtion 15 not of the /»poſitzon, but of the 
Submiſſion to unlawful things, if they be impoſed. He hath in his 
former Trat , (trongly argued avain(t the Impoſition » Of nor 
only unlawful and {intul things, bur alſo of things which he calls 
Tnexpedient : And that for this very reaſon, becauſe they are nor 

- Jawtul, but ſizfwl, in worthip ; as was ſhewed 1n the former caſe: 
And any man rational would eaſily conclude, 1n this preſent caſe, 
one or both of theſe rwo things, : 

1. That if it be unlawful, to impoſe things unlawfull or fGinful in 
worſhip, it is alſo unlawful to ſubmut rnto them in worſhip, for the 
ſame reaſon. 

Or 2. If it be lawful to ſubmir to unlawful or Goful things 
1mpoſed in Worſhip, ic may be lawful to impoſe ſuch things in 
Worſhip. Yeatheſe wo things he hath formerly granted, and aſ- 
ſerred. Firſt, Thar it1s utrerly unlawful to impoſe things Inexpeai. 
ent, in Worſhip, as being fnful there ; and then , that it is as ut- 
rerly unlawful ro ſubmit ro ſinful things, if impoſed, p. 119. And 
yer now he undertakes a ſtranger Paradox ; [*© That ic may be law- 
« ful ro ſubmit ro thivgs unlawful, even directly fGinful againſt a 
« particular Scripture, not only inconvenient, and tmlawful 7 gene- 
*ye:] And the Argument to this purpoſe, mult, /think, be thus 
framed: ['* It may in ſome caſes be lawful, yea neceſſary to do 
« things diredtly forbidden by a ſpecial politive: Law in| Scripthre, 
« therefore much rather, if forbidden, only by a general Law.] 
The Conſequerce at firlt view, ſeems reaſonable, a majore ad minus. 
The Antecedent he proves from Scripture Inſtances; |** Of rhe 
&« Prieſts prophaning the Sabbath, and yet innocent. | and the like, 
of which anon. © To the anſwering whereof, theſe-things may be 
ſaid, in general. $$. | RET ler) | 

1, Hefiill rakes for granted, both that things Inexpedient, are 
only Inconvenient, rot ſinful in Worſhip ; and' alſo that ſuch 
things (as our Ceremonies }- are forbidden only by 4 general Law + 
when as We have manifeſted, 'in theformer caſe ; thatthey are for- 

bidden 


BY 
bidden by ſpecial Lawes, the ſecond and third Commandments, 
and I Cor, 14. 40, &Cc. 4 | 
2, God may diſpenſe with his own Lawes, yea ſeemingly, and 
in patt Moral Lawes ; As to the 1ſraelites to take the Goods of the 
Eg ypiuans, and to Abraham to kill his own Son ; The reaſon Is, 
partly his Soveraigmty Over all Creatures, to diſpoſe of them as his 
own, as he pleaſes, Pſal. 50. And partly, and chiefly, becauſe all 
men are Del;nquents, guilty of many fins, and Forfertwres of all their 
Enjoyments, and God may juſtly puniſh them, with loſs of Goods, 
or Life ; and make what hands he pleaſes his Executioners; as in 
Fobs caſe: But no power on earth may command, whar he for- 
bids; nor forbid, what he commands ; and therefore none may 
forbear to do what hecommands, though men forbid ; nor ſabwt 

ro do, what he forbids, though men command, 

3. The thines inſtanced in, at lealt ſome of them, as the Preeſts kil- 
lingSucrifices,were never (inful,in the intention of the Law of che 
Sabbath,beingGods works,not our own;but commanded, by a ſpect- 
al Law,and ſo their Duty todo; as being alſo a part of ſanEtifying 
the Day, in that Ceremonial Worſhip : |** Andin ſuch a caſe (they 
<«arethe Caſwffs own words) it is not finful, nor to fulfill a parti- 
«cular Command, bur rather a clezxr Obedience to God, who in 
« the inſtance, takes off the force of the particular, in his more ge- 
© neral Law.| Butcan he ſhew us any general or ſpecial Law for 
our unneceflary Ceremonies?If not, what Neceſlity can make them 
expedient, lawful, or neceſſary ? But we ſay, they are awful, and 
ſo ſaies he, by conſequence, being ſo many waies /zexpearent,hurt- 
/ ful ro the Worſhip, and Worthippers, as 1s proved on his former 
Tract. 

4. Thoſe Inftances, were only, in caſes of VNecefſity, and thar al- 
ſo of Gods making, either by his ſpecial Commard, or by a way of 
Providence, caſting men into ſome necef{icy.. |** And rhen doubc- 
« leſs (his own words again) the general warrant of the moregene- 
* ral Law of Neceſlity, gave a Superſedeas againſt particular Obliga- 
* tion.] as will appear upon review of the Particulars: Bur I pray, 
what Neceſſity 1s. there for the things in queſtion, either by way of 
Divine Commana,. or of his Provideee? . Whar neceſfity to com- 
mand them ? what to obey them, eſpecially if Inexpediently finful ? 
If there be any; it 1s of mans making, either On the Communders, 
whom the R. Caſ. hath excluded from 1vspoſing them : or on the 
H Submutcrs 
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Sabmitters paſty fot fear of puniſhment, loſs of Livings, &'c. And 
if ſuch N:celſity may make Submiſhon neceſſary ; the 3 Children, 
(as called) knew rot their Liberty, they might have ſaved their 
Lives, by obedience to the Kings Command, 11hall pur him a 
C:ſe 6: two toreſolve: There was a particular Law, that a Few 
might eat no Swines- fleſh ; Two Caſes of Necellity might happen, 
toenfo:rce him to eatit; Extremity of Famne, Ol the Command of 
a Tyrant ; 1 ſuppoſe the { aſmiſt will grant, chat ic was lawful, yea 
neceſlary in the hiſt caſe to ear It, rather than ſtarve ; but not in 
tte ſecond : Or elſe thoſe Brethren ſuffered death fooliſhly, when 
commanded by rhe Tyrant to eatits He may calily underſtand 
my meaning, and apply it.. I come to his Particulars. 

x. That of the Preefts, is anſwered already ; I only add another 
Caſe : Suppoſe Saul had commanded Btchers, to kill Beaſts on 
the Sabbath, under ſome great penalty : Here was his Neceſlity to 
do it, or ſuffer : Ler him reſolve che Caſe. 

2. It was by a ſpecial Law enjoyned ,. that none might eat the 
Shew-bread, but the Prieſts :- Suppoſe again, Sexl had commanded 
David and his men, ( in no neceſſity of hunger ). to ear it, with a 
ſharp penalty upon refuſal, Here was his Neccſhty again :- Might they 


eat 1r, or not ?. Yet in a Caſe of. Providential-Neceſlity of hunger , 


they. might-eat ir, andare juſtified by our Saviour, The Reaſon of 
this Difference is, becauſe in the one caſe, Life is More neceſſary 
tobe preſerved, than-a Ceremonial Command : inthe other, Obe= 


dience, even to a Ceremonial Commandment of God, 1s more ne-. 


ceflary than Life. 


3.. For Solomons Offering upen an Altar not commanded, our 


Divines give theſe Anſwers. 

I. That he did it by Divine Direftin, as: he did many o.her 
things, 

2, That it was in a Caſe of Neceſſity, wn ſuch abundance of $a- 


crifices: and other thelike Reaſons. See D. A. wbi ſapra. P.328., 
Buc theres neither Direft;onfrom God , nor any Neceſſity for our 


Ceremontes, more, than for many more at Reme. 
4. Hezekiahs admiffion of the Legallyunclean, to the Pafleover, 
* fome perhaps will plead Neceſſity ; bur (underfavour). I ſhould ra- 
ther ſay, Hezek;ahdid nor well : Which appears by Gods ſtriking 


of the people, which he. wouid not have done, if they had not tranj.. 
grefled ſome Lay ; or it Neceſſity would havecxcuſed the matter : - 


Yea 
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Yea Hezehiah had forgotren the Caſe determined by Moſes, that if 
a man were anc/eav, Of in a Journey, at the juſt time of the Paſſe- 
over, he might be excuſed, if he did obſerve ir, the 14th. day of 
the nexc Moneth, | 

5. Panls Caſe was this, Life is more worth, more neceſſary than 
mear, than Corn, in ſuch a Condition. 

And therefore his cautelous Diſtin@ion, [© betwixt things,rhat 
<« are naturally, internally, materially evil, and ſuch as are unlaw- 
© full only by ſome poſitive Prohibicions in Scripture ;] is here lit» | 
tle helpful ro him : For we cell him, thar the chings in queſtion, 
(ſome, if nor all) are narwrally, internally evil ; and ſome become 
materially evil, by ſome evil Circumſtance, ( if a Prohibition wil 


make a thing materially evil, as he ſeems to allow) and as againſt 
ſome ſpecial Lawes, the Second or Trird Co.nmanc'ments, and 
that ſpecial Law of Na uce, 1 Cor. 14.40.\Which in his own Judg> 
ment, 1s a L1w of Nature, which the' God of N ture, will not re- 
verſe; and ſo immutably ſuch: Things /nexpedrent in Worlhip, 
though bat Inconvenient in thery #fe, are as naturally, internally e- 
vil, as is any other thing prohibited by a Moral Law ; andthere- 
fore not to be ſubmitted to, for any external humane N-ceſ- 
fr y. 
That Law of 1»dulgence of God, | 1 will have Mercy (to men or 

2alts) rather thas Sacrifice, | deſerves his and our wonder , and 
altont{hment. Bur h:tle co his preſent purpoſe : For ir'is applya- 
ble only 1n Caſes of emergext and Providential Neceffity ; -and then 
alſo, bur when compared with Sacrifice, | the external and Ceremo- 
nial parts of Worſhip] as himſelf ſpeaks : e. gy. An Houſe is on fire, 
a Min or Bealt is fallen inco a Pit, on the Sabbath day, in time ot 
publick: Worthip, in danger to periſh : Here God will hive Mereyy 
and not Sacrifice: as Paul lefr off Pre: ching, to recover the man 
fallen down dead. The reaſon is evident, becauſe to preſerve Life 
and Goods, are Moral Commandments, and rhe external Exerciſes 
of Religion, are, in a kind, Ceremonial; And belides, theſe may 
be delayed, and made good another time, but the other will periſh, 
if not ſpeedily ſucconred : [© The poſitive (ſyes he well) muſt yield 
© tothe Natural, and Moral Duty, the leſs Nec:fliry, to the more 
© neceſſaty, the leſs ro the greater.] | But can any excernal ece{ity 
be grexcer, than chat of Gbeahence unto Gods Command, by a Mor al 
&f Natural Law 2” to, [3 vid” SIC), Eq | 
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His-Application therefore, of that Rule of Indulgence; proceeds 
upon his roo common Suppohtion\'* Is Mercy ro our. Beaſt ſo high- 
&« ly prized, how much more is Mercy to out ſelves, to our Nation, 
| &qotte Church, to the ſoules of our people ? &c, | This Inference 
were g00d, Were the things 1 queltion proved to be only [-convent- 
ent Fenally in Worſhip : bur if any of chem be proved w»/anfyl,and 
* finful, 1 ſhould argue to ch-contrary ; (** I5 Mercy to our Beaſts, ſo 
« highly prized, how much more , Mercy to our own louls? Yea 
«* Mercy to our Nation, Church , P-ople, 1n avoyding fin againit 
« God?] whom by finning, we provoke againlt all chele, This is 
the Way to deltroy both A!rar, Sacrifice, and Prieſts alſo 3 for Mr- 
niſters to comply together, to oftend God : Metcy does well with 
Piety, but without 1:,is meer Cruelty. 

But much ftreſs is laid upon tte practiſe of the Apoſtles, in their 
conceſcencing to Conforys in ſome things, to the Ceremonial Law, 
and in that Decree, Ads 15. To make ſome things zeceſſary, after 
they were aboliſhed by Chriſt his Death. This was alledged in the 
former Caſe, and here again. For Pasls Circumciſing Timerhy , and 
his own Obſervation of ſome 7-:wiſh Rites, when he had preached 
avainſt them ; and that Decree, making ſome Ceremonials, not 
only lawful and expedient,, but, »eceſſary, many things may be 
ſaid, 

I. Though thoſe Ceremonies were dead with Chriſt, yer at that 
time they were not deadly till they were decently buried ; and 
therefore were then, a while, /xd:fferent, to be uſed, or nor, ac- 
cording to occalion - Pal, that circumciſed Tz. Would not cir- 
cumcile Tits, in another caſe. 

2, The reaſon of both, was one and theſame, wiz.to avoid 
offence, to the Fewes, one while to furcher their Converſion : tothe 
Gemiles another. while, to prevent their Apoltacy. Now not to 
lay a ſtumbling-Block, or to remove it,if it be [11d, 15 a Aforal Law, 
ro which, Poſitive, and Ceremonial Lawes mult give place : Even 
Ceremonials of Divine Inſtitution , mych more of mens, Inven- 
Lion, 

3. 'For that Decree, making ſome things aboliſhed neceſſary ; 
though enough hath been ſaid already; yer I ſhall conſider further 
what he ſaith + [© Things that are expedient, are therefcre good, 
* (ir ſeemed good to us) and therefore neceſlary, theſe neceſſary 
*things 3; Whence thoſe very things, which we are afraid co do, 
_ © becanſe 
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<« becauſe InexpeJient, may pofſibly, be ourDaty.ro-do, becatiſe ex- 
« pediert.] By a contrary Inference, things that are ##t-expedrent 
in Worſhip, are not good (bur evil) and therefore unlawful - hence 
thoſe things , that we do, when expedient, we mult be afraid to do, 
when, and where they are Inexpedient, that 1s, (in his own Gloſs) 
ſinful, tn Worſhip : He addes, p.147. | The Apofiles knew, z hat 
* refuſing to ear things (trangled and bloud,' at that time, eſpecially 
« by a Law to enjoyn 1t, was 1n one Conhideration, ro ſmall Incen- 
© yenience, yea a burden, as they call ic, yer to prevent greater In- 
* conveniences, the Apoltacy of the Jews, the Interrupuon of the 
« Goſrel, &c. it ſeemed good, yea neceflary to them, to do (o.] 
Le: the Reader obſerve here, his old Diverſion, (to ſay no worſe ) 
in {ubſtituring the Word Inconvement for [nexpedzent : a penal, for a 
finful evil, and confounding the terms : For true 1c 1s, thoſe Cere- 


| Monial Obſervations ( dead before this time) were a burden, if Im- 


poſed on Chriſtians, at thar rime, but not ſinful ; but the cauſing or 
occalioning of the Apaſtacy of the Converted Jews, or the /nterrup- 
tion of their Converſion, by the Non-»bſervation of chem, for a time, 
were not only J»cexveniencies (though ſuch alſo) but ſinful 1vexpeds- 
encies, and therefore enjoyned for a tiine, to prevent very great 
{ins : ButlI pray, is the /»spo/itzon of our Ceremonies, and the ſub- 
{ion to them, for .any ſuch ends ? Hear himſelf ſpeak z. | The 
© ends moving thereunto, Were molt weighty, viz. The Uniry of 


** Brethcen, winning Soules, the Propagation of che Goſpel, the - 


« prevention of Scandals, and the danger of the Miniſtry, by per - 
« fecution. | Now as for our Ceremonies Impoſed, (or tre Inpofi- 
tion of things Inexpedient ( ſuch as they are ) which might equally 
be juſtified, upon the ſame grounds, Which yer 1s by the R,.Caf. 
peremptorily denied) not one of theſe ends. can julily be pre. 
rended : | 

I, Not the Airy of Brethren ; for they are. the greateſt Cauſes 
of our former, and preſent Divitions. 

2, Not winning of Soules : . for whom ſhould they win ? Papyſts ? 
We ſee the contrary : as ſome are hardned by our coming ſo near 
them ; ſo ſome, upon our Complyance with them, are turned Roman 
Catholibes, | 

3. Not the Propagation of the Goſpel : they hinder ic (nothing 
wy by caſting our ſome Thouſands of able X;mfters, as 15 re- 
ported, Wy: 
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4. Not Prevemien of Scandal.; for:none that judge them Ml icters 
of Indifferency , and unneceſlary , (as moſt do, or they arevery 
ill caught) have any juſt cauſe co be offended at our now-obſer ation 
of thera, while we are perſwaded of their unlawfulneſs : yea they 
occahon much Scaxdal, to many truly tender Conſciences, 

' 5. Notche danger of che Miniitry, chrough Perſecution z For as 
that Was no Endof the Apoſtles making that Decree, they being 
perſecuted, for not obſeiving them, and preaching againſt chem ; 
ſoit Was the end of the Falſe Teachers, Gal.6.12, who preached up 
Circumciſion, to avoid Perſecution : and indeed the 7;gorows prel- 
fing of them, hath proved the greorelt dayger (1 mult not ſay, per- 
ſecurion) of the Mimftry, lince Q_ Mary*s daies : Upon all theſe 
Reaſons, in my poor Judgment, the Rev. Caſurft, and his Prelates, 
might have done far more and becter Serviee, co this Church and 

Nation, if they had endeavoured to proctre an A, for Repealirg 
of them, than for their /w9ps/ition, With ſo much rigour : But whitt. 

Laſtly, Fo this Inſtance, of the Apoltles Decree, and PraCtiſe, I 
will nor plead, the great Diſtance of the ewo Ambhornies, then, and 
now, in impoſing things /nd:iFerent, of Inconvenient, on the 
Churches : For I foreſee, what may be Anſwered : Burt I ſha!l on- 
ly cell him, that very Learned men, ace of Opinion, that, thac De- 
cree, or L1w, to abftain from things offered roIdols, firarg/ed, and 
Bloud, is till obliging to Chriftians : (and then this Inſtance is im- 
pertinent.) For, | 

rt. More may be ſaid to affert their Obligation, than for any of 
ours, or for all the Ceremonies of the Rowan Church : for this was 
one of the Lawes given to. Noh, before the Law: revived again, 
by Afoſes, under the Law ; and now che third time ratified unger 
the Goſpel: 7know nothing ſo atteſted, except one day in ſeven, 
for a Sabbath. 

2. The things decreed by che Apoſtles, ſeem all ether equally 
weceſiary, and perpetual, or all equally wywteble : Theſe neceſſary 
things ; and if ymable and arbitrary, then, Fornication may ſeem 
now to be, a wemal ſin, as Papiſts ; of an [ndifferent thing , as many 
Proteſtants repute it, 'if we may judge by their Practiſe; And why 
things #vequally lawful, or unlawful, ſhould be included in one De- 
cree, 1 (hould be glad to ſee a clear Reaſon : © * 


3. The reaſon of their Prohibition may ſeem (for 7 aſlerc it not) 
to be Meoral,and the fame in all: As, | 


I, Things 
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I, Things effered to-1dols, the eating of them, eſpecially in the 


Idel Temples, ieems to betwo waies Scendalons, fitlt tothe Jdola- 


ters, toconfirm them in cheir Idolatry, by Chrift:aus Communion, 
and communicating with them ; and next, tO encourage Weak Chri- 
fians to do the |'ke, wich a doubting Conſcience thus the Apo- 
(He argues againlt ic, I Cor.8.10, Or elſe, ler the Rev. Caſ. give a 
Reaſon, why it is unlawful co be preſent at, and communicate of the 
Romifh Maſs. | 

2. The not eating of things ſtrangled, and bloud, is founded, (ſay 
ſome) upon s Moral Reaſon, becauſe the Life i in the Bloud, or is 
the Bloud, Ger.9.4. Lev.17.14. and that is perpetually ſo, 

3. As for Fornication, that, ſay moſt, is prohibued by a Aderal 
Law, the S2venth Commandment. Now 7 ſhall leave this Caſe 


| alſo, with the Rev. Caſuiſt, to be reſolved, at his lerſure, However, 


1n the /wterims, I ſhall ſzy, theſe two things. 

3. That in ſome-Caſes, thoſe things (beſides Fornication) are 
fill obliging, as toabſtain from eating things offered to /dols, in their 
Temples, if a Chriſtian ſhould live amongſt chem, for rhe Reaſons 
given above : and to abſtain from things ffrangled, and blond, if the 
Jemes lived with ns, if ic might furcher their ({amverſion. 

2. Thatour Caſe-is not the ſame with theirs, For we abſtain 
not from things meerly Indifferent, or Inconvenient, but from things 
(in our Judomenr, . and his alſo) /nexpedient,. that 1s finfuliin their 


uſe, in Worſhip. 


I ſhall not need now, to ſay any thing, to the Teſtimonies of- 


Calum, Pet. Martyr, Or Zanchy 3 they are all ſarisfied, by what is 
ſaid : and I haſten ro conclude this Caſe: I hope 


ſolved, by his own Principles ; as -my. ſelf, and 7 believe many 0- 
thers, are more confirmed 1n our Inconformity, by Combine 
716444 pondering of the Premiſes, lent us, by himſelf. 


3. Concerning the making of the firſt Declaration. 


It managing the whole Diſcourſe of the-Gravd Caſe of Confor-. 
mity, the Rev. Anthor, deales not fo fairly and fully, as was expe-- 


Red, nor ( under Favour) ſo w#eeworſly, a5 is defited :-For he car- 


ries on the Buſineſs ſo preearionſfly, 10 limmeadly;; a5 if he cared nor, 


. 


| the Rev. Caſe. 
will now find his Screptwres anſwered berrer, and himſelf beter re- - 


» 
. 


or_ intended nor. to ſatisfe- all his Readers,. but roweve- the main + 
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part of his work, or- leave ic half undone : as may thus ap. 
Pear. - 

I. Heprofeſles, that he treats only with ſuch, as could conforms, 
were it not for one, or both the Declarations, which 7 believe ( for 
7 have ſpoken with divers of them) not one of a hundred of Non- 
conformers, would have done. And he ſpeakes not one word to 
farisfie thoſe, who have other Reaſons for their Inconfor- 
mity. 

4g He profeſles alſo, that he takes tor granted , that the Govern- 
ment, Liturgy and Ceremonies of the Cnurch, are all good, and 
lawful, (waving the Neeeſsity of chem) and eſteemed ſuch by them, 


that refuſe conformity, p. 138. |** I confeſs / took the lawfulneſs of 


< theſe, in themſelves, tor granted. ] When as he knowes, they have 
all been cortroverted,more or leſs,well nigh theſe laſt hundred years, 
and are yet ſub judice. 

3. As in his former Caſes, ſo here, all along, he takes alſo for 
oranted, both that Inconvenient and Inexpedient are both one, and al- 
io, that the Ceremonies, and other things controverted, are but in- 
convenient, and not /ivful/ : Now tis an eafie thing, to make and 


reſolve any Caſes, if a man may have liberty ro ſuppoſe what he | 
pleaſes, to build (as a Foundation) his Reſolxtions upon : And if 


he will give me the like liberty, to ſuppoſe all thoſe three named to 
be »lawfal, or but to have ſomething in them, »»trxe, or avlawful, 
how eafily can 7 diſſolve all his Reſolutions, and reſolve and deter- 
mine the contrary to his Opinion. And this Advantage we have on 
our fide, that as he (7 ſay not, cannot) hath not proved all things in 
them lawtl, ſoif but one Particnlar in each of them, yea in the 
whole Book, as now eſtabliſhed, be either wztrue, or unlawful, no 
conſcientious man can make thoſe Declarations, without palpable 
D:(simmlation, if not ſomething worſe. Had the Rev. Caf. taken but 
halfſo much paines to prove them, and all things in them, robe 
true, and lawful, as he hath to perſwade us to conform, by ſuppoſing 
them lawful ; he might have had more Proſelztes, than now - Can 
expect : Burt / 2ttend his motion. 

His firſt Caſe , with the Reſolurren thereof, concernes not thoſe at 
all, that $0 upon other grounds, for their /nconformity. For as ſome 
of them, never made the forme: Sabſcraption, nor took any Oath to 
the Ordinary 3 ſo others of them, have (ſeeing juſt caule, 3s they be- 


lieve) reperted of their raſh undertakings in their younger years , 
through 
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through [goraxce,and inconfideration. And as the Objeftzons by him 
(tarred, are not by theſe ered ; ſo nor do they think, the Solutions 
by him given, will be ſatisfactory, to theſe, for whom they are in- 
tended. 

For the firſt Obje&tion, that though they could read the Expreſſi- 
ons, yet they do not fo heartily like and approve them, as ſeems to 
be required ; he reſolves it thus | ** The Object of your aſſent, and 
« conſent, is not the words, but things ; no: every word, bur every 
© ching, &c.] A poor elution, or rather delution of his Readers ; 
For as the things are expreſſed in the words; ſo the very words, (for 
it was ſollicicouſly worded) are a part of che all, and every thing 
contained in ihe Book g from whica if a min ſhould vary, to uſe his 
own apprehenfions, and expreflions, he ſhould quickly hear of ir, 
(as is ſaid ) with both his eares, And tolay, we cannot heartily like, 
and approve them, as ſeems required, and yer to give an wifergued 
Aſſent, and Conſent to all and every thing therein, ſeems to me (/ 
ſay not Hypocri/ie) a contradiction : as / [iy ; [© Icannor hearcily 
<« 2pprove them, and yer I do hear:ily approve them.] For what is 
done wnfergnedly, is, I rake it, done heartily, ex animo. 

His Diltinctton, of abſoluce, and comparative approbatron, applyed 
to the Second ObjeRion ; will hardly pleaſe any Party: 

1, Not the Nonconformers ; for if their ground of refwſal be 200d, 
v1%. the wnlawfulneſs of bur one thing tnerein, they can neither ab- 
ſolutely nor comparatively aflent.and conſent rhereunto : A com-. 
parative Approbation of a ſinful thing, is it ſelf finful. 

2, Not choſe he intends toperſwade ; for an wufe;gned aflent, to 
the Truth, and Conſent to the Goodneſs, of all, and every thing 
in that Book ; 15S as full and abſo/ute an Approhation ( in their appre- 
henhon) as can begiven to the Book of God, the Holy Scripture it 
ſelf. . 
3. Not to the Biſhops or Prelates ; for 1t 1s ſuppoſed, thatrheir de- 


/ien, in procuring and promoting rhe AR, was to get the Aſſext and 


onſeut, andrat wafergned, Of all rhe Clergy; that 1s their Appro- 
bation of the Truth, and Geodr 's, of all and every thing in the Books 
of Prayer and Ordination ; of rheir Order of E prſcopacy, above Pres- 
byters, &c. which was formerly arrempred (but miſcarried) in che 
& cetera Oath: And to ſay, |* you do not abſolutely approve of 
« eyery thing in the Book, as that you would chuſe above all, and 
« as beſt inic ſelf,] as ic will hardly pleaſe them, ſo it ſeems ropur 

| | a ſlarre 
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2 ſlurre, a5 upon the Book, as nor the beſt ( which yet Was requifire 
in the publick Worſhip of God) ſo upon the Compolers of it, as if 
ſomerhing in it, were [carcely rrae, of good ; but at lealt, very [x- 
convenient, and to be yielded ro ,only Comparat wely, tO prevent {ome 
oreater Inconveniencies, all which, if they pleaſed, they could have 
removed. 

Laſtly, Ic will hardly ſatisfie the /mpoſers, whoſe Defign is ſup- 
poſed :o be, MKnanmuy, as Well as {miformity ; a full and unfeigned 
Arprobation, of all, and every thing, contained in thit Bu/k, or 
Body of Religion, as now 1t 1s come forth, and eſtabliſhed : for 
chey three or four times (beſides this Declaration) require, 1n the 
AQ, an Afprobation of all and every thing ; as 1f they intended to 
explain , what they mean, by [** choſe milder words of Aſſenr, 
« and Conſent,] as the R. Caſwift cals them, p. 5. viz. a fall Appro- 
bation Of all. 

Bur he addes : |*© Had the word free been in the At, in ſtexd of 
« unfeigned (as ſome male-content's out of a vile Delign,do buzze u 
« and down) there had been more colour of the former Obje- 
«on, | 

Tolert paſs the harſhneſs of his words,in this Paragraph,the rather, 
becauſe he hath been ſo mdeſt and moderate, in his former Caſes : 
To the relt / ſhould ſay : Is not unfe;gned, as much, or rather more, 
than free? Surely what / wnfergnedly atlent to, as true, and conſent 
wnfeignedly to, as good and lawful, I do it freely, or grofſely diſſem- 
ble. And may we not freely chuſe things that we believe are true, 


and good, for themſelves, and of our own accord ? I believe'miny 


doſo: Aſent and Conſent toall and every thing as freely, as wnfeigy- 
edly , and delire no other, no better, as thinking thele che belt. And 
I ſuppoſe, the Compoſers, if not the /mpoſers,cxpect this free choyce, 
and will hardly chank them thatdoir, for other Reaſons ; as no 
ſure friends totheir Cauſe, 0 

Buc the lalt Anſwer will [© perfectly remove any ſuch ſcruple for 
«ever: Letthe At interpret it ſelf : The words foregoing are 
*rheſe; Every Miniſter ſhall declare his unfeigned Aﬀent, and 
* Conſent to the uſe of all things, in the ſaid Book, & 5.not ſimply, 
* tO all things bur toall things with reſpe& to their nſe,ro the uſe of 
* all things 1n the ſatd Book. ]As fine and nice a Cobweb Lawn, as can 


be ſpun ; bur tranſparent, and fit only to catch weaker flies,but eaſily 
| Broken by the ironger, For, 


I, He 
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1, He told us before, þ. 7. [** che ObjeR of our Aﬀent, was not 
* words, bur things, not every word, but every thing. ] Now Aſſent, 
(as was ſaid long ago) is an Act of the Knderftanding , whoſe Ob- 
je is Truth: Conſent is an AQt of the pl, whoſe ObjeCt is Good- 
neſſe ; If then, 7 aflent and conſenc ro all and every thing contained 
in that Book; dolI not (imply aſſent, and conſent ro all things in 
It, a5 true, and good ? 

_ 2, Canany Conſcientious man, aſſent, and conſent to the »ſe of 
all and every thing in the Book,, unleſs he be firſt convinced of the 
Truth and Goodneſs, of all, and every thing to be uſed ? And if the 
uſe had been intended only, in this firſt Declaration, 1t was ſuper- 
fluous to pur it 2gain, inthe ſecond. | 

3. The 1ntention of the [mpoſers , may be colleted rather from, 
the Declaration it ſelf, than from che foregoing words, |** They ' 
& (hall ceclare their Aﬀent, and Conſenc, to the uſe of all, ih chis 
« manner , by declaring their Afﬀenrt and Conſent toall, and eve- 
* ry thing in the Book. | their w1rformuty 1n practiſe, by their wnan;- 
mity in Judgment : For this 1n reaſon muſt be ſappoſed, or they 
could noc1n any reaſon require the other, to make men praQtile a- - 
gainſt cheir judgment. And if this was not their dehgn, why did 
they ſo ſuddenly change the expreſſion, firſt to the uſe, and now to 
all and every thing ? 

4. And why do they afterwards, ſo often uſe thoſe words, He 
ſhall declare his Approbation, his Approbation of all, &c. which mult 
be meant of the 77#th and Goodneſs of all, as well as of the uſe, 

Liſtly, this nice diftinRion of ſe and things, cannot be applied 
ro all, and every thing, in this firſt Declaration : *For; every Mi- 
niſter, though he aſſent and conſent to the »ſe of all in the Book of 
Common-Prayer, yet he cannot properly aflent and conſent to the 
uſe of all and every thing contained in the Book of Ordination: for 
no Miniſter under a Biſhop, can Ordain a Presbyter, or Deacon: Ic 
muſt then neceſlarily be taken, for their Aſſent and Conſent to the 
Truth and Goodneſs of the Way of Ordination by Biſhops, and of 
the three Orders of Church Officers, &c. And thus much of the 
firſt Declaration. | 


4+ Concerning the making of the Second Declaration. 


In the S»bſcription, or ſecond Declaration, there are three main 


ckyngs that fall into conſideration. 
E's h& #7: 
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|®«1, The taking up Armes againt the King. 

&« 2, Co:formity ro the Liturgy. 

* 3, The Solemn League ard Covenani.] 

Of which, we know not what 13 belt, 2nd ſafelt,wherher tg Fheak,, 
or be ſilent : It we ſpeak, not very Warily, W2 run upon a rock of 
Law :; it filet, We may ve ſulpected, LO be: ray our own {xyocence : 
To ther o fit, we ſhall fry very lit.le, to the l{t a little more. 

1. To the fiſt, we humbly c:.ve le-ve 16 ay this lutle': They 
tha: cefuſe to make this Declaration, © not {tC at this, but are rea- 
dy to profeſs |** That as they never cid take up Arms againil i he 
* King (which was conſtantly deried by the Parliament}, in all 
&© their Declarations, and Proteſtations, and they think, 1n the Co- 
& yenant it ſelf) but for the King. So they hold 1t utterly 1 n!av- 
& ful, for Subjects, ſo to do.] and hold it (as now by Law it 1s de- 
termined) a Trayterows Poſition, (0 to aſſert ; Which they were 
taught before to abhor, both by Scriptare, by the Oathes of Allegi- 
ance and Supremacy, and by the Solemn Covenant 1t lelf, 

2. The ſecondof ( onforming tothe Preciſe of the Liturgy, as lit- 
tle is ſ21d here by the Caſuiſt 3 10 1t 18 ſufficiently dilcuſled' and re- 
ſolved, according to the judgment of Non-conformilts, in the for- 
mer Caſe : The Reſult whereof is this : [© If there be any thing, 
© any one thing Init, Either un: rue, or unlawful, they dare not de- 
« clare their unfeigned Aflent, and Conſent to it, or the! practite 
© of 1t-] 

3. Thatof the Covenant is the Mourtarn to be removed, not by 
the Faith, but by the ſtrength and 5:zll of the Learned Caſmiſt : And 
this 1s acknowledged by the Refwſers of this Declaration, to be the 
main Buſineſs of contelt : and that, not in the whole, hut in one par- 
ticle thereof, in the ſecond Article: as will appear. 

In three things, the Rev. Caſuift, and they, are fully agreed. 

[*© 1, That a Covenant both illegally Impoſed, and illegally ta- 
< ken, may bind the Takers.] Tnat mult be (1 ſuppoſe) from the, 
© either neceſſity, or lawfulneſs ofshe matter covenanted. 

[© 2, That the Covenant in queſtion, doth not bind to an endea- 
** your to alter, or meddle with rhe State-Government.] No, for it 
1s as {trons an eſtabliſhment of 1t, as can be made, in the third Ar- 
ticle. | 

{© 3, Taat if the Alterationor Extirpation of Church-Govern- 
"* ment, be the main Buſineſs of the Covenant, and this be lawful 


«1r 
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a. 

«ir doth ſo far bind the eakers - if not lawful, they are ſo far diſ- 
* charged from che Obligation of it. ] Now evident it 15, that the 
Anti-Covenanters, as they do not except againſt any Arrcle of ir, 
bur the Second;ſo nor againlt any part or particle of this ſecond Ary;- 
cle, but only this, |** That Covenants to endeavour the extirpation 
* of Prelacy, that is the Hierarchy, &c.| This, this 1s the Helena, 
for which they contend ſo vigorouſly : This the eye-ſore, that ſo ex- 
aſperates their Spirits, They do not , I think., they dare nor 
ceny the Obligntion, of the other Articles, , nor of the 0: her parts 
of the ſecond, |* as to the extirpation of Popery, Superſtition, He- 
« relie, Schiſm, Pcophaneſs, &c.] Much leſs will they deny the 
Obligation of the third Article, |** ro defend and preſerve rhe 
{© Kings Majeliics Perſon, and Anthoricy, the Rights and Privi- 
«< ledoe; of Parliament, &c.] They may ſay , thzy were bound 
to thoſe, either by the Oaths of Allegiance and Supremacy, or by 
the Laiv of Natare, as Native Sibjects : I anſwer, 

1. How many took the Covenant, that never took thoſe Oaths ? | 

2, The other is true, but then 1c mult be granted, that the Co- This Oath | 
BELT HE , was mad, at 

venant , though illegally impoſed, and taken, (the matter being ne- j.,q ;n 1s 

ceſlary, or-lawtul) addes a new Obligation, being made to God only : Article, :9 
And as the latter does not voyd the tormer, ſo. tne former does no: (+. only, P. 
dilo>lige from the latter. 34: 

3. 1 add, we were bound (before th2 Covenant was tmpoſed or 
taken) by the Law of Nature, and our (ovenant of Bipiiſm, and 
Scripture-Rules, |** ro enceavour the Retormation of Religion, in 
* Doctcine, Worthip, and Diſcipline, 1n our places, and Callings, 
*- and conſequently to extirpate Popery, S iperſtition, &'s.] though 
we had never taken the Covenant: Hence I would irfer , ({uppo- 
f1ng, for Diſputations ſake, not ps/ttively allerting it,) |** If the Epil- 
* copal Government, as then 1t ſtood, be equally unlawful, with 
© Popery, Supertiition, and the reſt; we are by a former Obligati- 
& onto God, bound equally toenceavour the alteration, ang extir- 
© pationof itz | and the Covenant 15 but a new Cord, added to 
Rrengthen that Obligation. Hic labor, hoc aps. 

I know 1t 1s not ſafe for any wiſe man, to ſay much, 1n :Defence 
ofthe Covenant, there being an AZ publithed to diflolve,and an- 
null it,'as unlawful, in ſeveral reſpects : I ſhall therefore affert no- 
thing poſctrvely for it,or againli the preſent { burch- Government ; bur 


humbly crave leave, to proceed ſuppoſitively,as the Rev. Caf. does : 
| For 
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For all. bis large D:ſcorſe, to perſwade to that part of the ſecond 
Declaration, is founded upon this Suppoſttiongz nor that the Go- 
vernment is Jure Divine, and ſo neceſiary, ( for upon ſuppoſal of 
that, a Covenent,or exdeavowr tO alter or extirpate it, were utterly 
unlawful : ) bur only Zawful or [zaifferext : And then, I ſhould, 
for my part, grant, that it Was wnlawfal to Covenant, much more to 
endeavour to alter and extirpate it, Without the Supream Authority 
of the Nation : And let ite but have thelike liberty, to ſwppoſe , 
(ler others that can, make it good) that the Government, is , by the 
Word of God, #»lawfasl ; and upon that S»ppoſition and Pe:ſwelion, 
as I may notown ict, by Aſſet, Conſent, or Subſcription, ſo all his 
Arguments, to prove the Lwfulneſs of Making this Declaration,are 
co me, of no force ; till he prove it, either neceſſary, or at lealt Law- 


fwl (which he goes not about to do, but all along rakes for grant- 


ed, which, I'rhink, he ought not todo) for their ſakes, who icruple 


the Lawfulneſs of it. 
That he does ſuppoſe the Lawfulneſs, ( for he waves to plead the 
Neceſſity of this Government, as others begin to do, both in the 


former, and in theſe Cafes ) appeares in ſeveral patlages : [* as 


p.25./. 10. and p. 52. Admit that Epiſcopal Government was Res 
&« Indifferens, & ntabilis, when ſworn againſt, p. 80, If the Go- 
« vernment ſworn again(t, be not unlawful. And p. 138. Iconfeſs 
© /rook the Lawfulneſs of the Government, &c. in themſelves, 
*for granred.] Importing (as 7 think) if the things were unlaw- 
ful, then che fault of the Covenert Was not in the Adatter (it might 
be lawful to covenant, and endeavour the extirpation of them) bur 
in the Manver, that it was illegally impoſed, and taken, withour the 
King, &c. And now 1 ſhall ſee him ſtate the Queſtion. 


It ſeemes, ſome Covenamters granting, that if the Marterof the 


Covenant, was bur in this Particular unlawful, che Covenant i ſelf, 
was ſo far unlawful,and loſt its Obligation 3 do call aloud for ſtrong 
Reaſons, to prove the wnlawfulneſiot the Matter, in this particular : 
The Learned Caſmfft now undertakes togive ſuch as he hath ; but 
(under favour) quite befides the Queſtion by them intended : For 
chey ſuppoſe, notonly the Gevernment to be unlawful, bur alſo the 
Extirpatios of it (which is the Matter now in queſtion) to be law- 
ful : and reguire Reaſons to prove it materially unlawful. Bur his 
Caſe, and Reaſons reſpeR the Takers, whether they may.Cove- 
nant and endeayour to Extirpate the Government, without the King: 

= for 


[59] 
for ſo he ſaies: [*My work is, in (hore, to prove, that the Cove- 
© nant, ſo far as it engageth the Takers of ic, againſt Church-Go- 
* vernment, and for the change of ic, is unlawful, and finful, in the 
* Matter of it.] The Matter 1s one thing ; whether 1t be lawful 
(for any) toextirpate the Gever»ment ( ſuppoſed unlawful : ) The 
T akers are another ; whecher it be lawful for private men, toun- 
deccake this, without the King : The former may be lawful, when 
the latter is not ſo: And here he flides ſecretly from the Matter to 
the Manner ; from the Thing tothe Perſovs ; as Will appear. 

For mark his Dittinaion, whereon, he ſayes, he fixes the foot 
of all the Arguments following : | The things ſworn to be done, 
©« may beeicher ſuch, as is ſimply unlawful for any to do, or quoad 
« 295,When though not ſinful in the firlt Conſideration ; yer roſuch 
«perſons it 1s linful.] Mark this, 1t 15 in crue ſenſe, asf he had 

ſaid, The Matter may be lawful and laudable in 1tfelf, and lawful 
co be done, bur not /awfully (for Mamer) by ſome Perſons : For in- 
tance; Tne Government, being not neceſſary, but Indifferent and 
mucable, may lawfully be altered, yea extirpared, by tn: King 1nd 
Parliament ; but not by fingle or private perſons : ( 7 doubs his $#- 
periours Will give him lictle thankes for this Intimation. ) 

But now ſee, how he applies chis DiltinCtion ; [** If the Extirpa- = 
© tion of rhe Government, be unlawful,;eicher in the ficit or ablo- 
<« lute fenſe, or elſeas tothoſe, 'tharg did thus covenant 3 it either 
© way, it be found unlarful,fo far the Covenant 1s finful in the very 
*« Micter of ir. ] This 1s ſtrange from ſo Learned a Caſm/t : 'For if 
it be abſelmtely unlawful roexurpate the Government, chen it is un- 
lawful co Covenant ſo to do 3 bur if it be unlawful only as ro ſuch 
per ſons, will your Learning fuffer you to aflerr, it ts ſinful 1n the ve- 
ry Matter of it? And 1s there not another way, granted by your 
ſelf, to free. the Matter from faule > You may pleaſe co review, how 
you ſecre ly beg the Queſtion, that it ts ſimply unlawful ro excir- 
pate the Government, Which you cannot ſay nnleſs you make tt #e- 
ceſſary, fare Divine, (which you have twice waved to do.) Andif 
it be only lawful, and not neceflaty, (as youſeem to be of opinion) 
= will not deny (unleſs: you deny a Privitedge of Parltament) | 

ut 1015 ww#table, and may bealtered by a Lawful Authority + much 
more if it be ir ſelf unlawful : And if ſo; then the Matter of the 
Covenant, is nat ſinful ; bur the Crime will fall only oh che T akers, 


which reſpeRs the manner. - But on the other fide; If ic be init 
| | ſel£ 
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ſelf »»lawful, the extirpation of it, 1s alſo lawful, and the Cove- 
nanting to endeavour it, even by private perſons, may. be mater;- 
ay lawtul , by former Obligations to God. Or let him give us a 
ſolid Reaſon, why the Covenant ſhall bind us, tO extirpate Popery, 
Superſtition, &c. And in the ſame Article, (hall nor oblige ns, to 


eXLUrpate an wu/awful Government, | Mean, ſuppoſing it to be ſuch. 


Thereare therefore no ſmall miſadventures in his Ninth Para- 
graph, p.25. As, i; Boos | 5B 

\* 1, That the immediate Queſtion, and that which moſt near- 
* ly concernes the Covenanters, 1s not, whether the thing ſworn 
* be init ſelf [:wful, but whether it be ſo tothem ? ] Bur by his fa- 
Your, the firlk Queſtion concernes them molt : for if the thing 
ſworn be anlawful in it ſef, 1t renders It ipſo Faflo unlawful for 
them to ſwear : Bur if che thing be lawful 1n ic ſelf, yea meceſ- 
ſary for ſome to do, yetit may not be lawful for them to under- 
cake it; as he told us, a little before. - | | 

2, If che thing be materially lawful , and more, if 1t be neceſiary 
for 211 to do, in their places and Callings, there lies no guilc upon 
© them, |*firft ro purpoſe, and then to ſwear to dotheir Duty ;] 
that is, to do that which God hath ſome way or other. commanded 
them 10 do. 

3. Itis not reaſonable to ſay. [* As it is unlawful tor us, ir goes 
© into the matter of the Covenant Which we take,] For the Matter 
may be lawful, as to execute fuſtice, 8c. and yet unlawful for pri- 
vate perſons. And then the_(onſequence, which he would infer 
hence, is inconſequent.|* That that which 1s unlawful to us if ſworn, 
© doth make that Oath , as ours, unlawful in it ſelf, that is, in the 
© Matter of 1t.] Ir makes the Oath unlawful indeed, but not in the 
Matter , which may an it ſelf be lawful , but in the' Manrer, as 
ours, 

The prime and main Queſtion then, ſhould have been, [* Whe. 
© cher che Government covenanted againſt, be neceflary, lawful, or 
© unlawful? ] All which, he ;24»ſtr:onſly waves to reſolve: for fo 
he ſaies, [* I ſhall not need to diſpute, whether the Government of 
* our Church be ſo neceſſary by a Fus Divixums, as that it is nnalte- 
© rable by men : or that it is ſinful inir ſelf, ro endeavour the al- 
© rerarion of it, p. 25.] Truly, I believe, he anſwers not the ex- 
peftation or dehires of ſome of his own Party, that he does not un- 
dercake this T a5ke. And 1 can aflure him, that if he had FROM 

that 
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'thar. by two or three ſtrong Arguments, his Non-couforming Bre. 


chren, would have much thanked him, and ingenuoufly have con- 
felſed, the Covenant in the Matter of it was unlawful: But why 
would he not for their ſakes, give ſome ſolid Reaſons, to-prove the 
Government lawful? And then perhaps , they would have yielded, 
the Covenant to be unlawful in the 9yanxer, if not allo, ſofar In the 


| Mucer. Itwere no hard work, ro conjeture, why hechoſe rather 


to prove the Covenant to be unlawful, with reſpe& tothe Perſons, 
that impoſed, and took it ; and took it for granted, the Goverment 
wis, and is in it ſelf Iiyful, But 7 (hall forbear to exvreſs my 
thoughts. 7 (hill rell him what 7 obſerved on his former Caſes,thar 
he did not in Hypethe/i, take upon him to vindicate ou” (eremontes, 
but kept aloof in The/s, in Indifferent , and [nexpedient things( which 
yet he could not do, but he muſt ſuppoſe, for D:ſpuces [3ke, the Ce- 
r-mnes were (uch things, though he 1nltinced not 1n any of them) 
becauſe iz was hoth hard to prove them lawful; and unſafe or dan- 
perous, tO mſinuare they were unlawful : I ſay no more. 

Bur nov, ſeeing he knowes, chat the Governments Layfulneſs P 
hath been long controverted at home and abroad, by very Learned 
and Pious men, and Chnrches : 1 ſhould chink, ic had been reaſ9na- 


. ble and expedient, in this ſo great an unde:taking, as to perſwade 


D'ſ{#nters co Conformity, not ro preſume, and take for granted,the 
things are lawful, bur by ſo.ne :rrefragable Argu nents, though few, 
co prove thut theyare ſo: Orelſe to g've them liberty to produce 
theirs, to prove then unlawful ; waich is not ſafe for eicher Parry: 
Yet to ſuppoſe a while, and for Diſput tions ſake, to take them 
(the Government inf, ectal ) co beunlawful ; andrhen, thereby to 
manifelt how wentk, and w»ſatify:ng, 1! his Reaſonings are, to ſuch 
as take them ſo tn be : This one Anſwer maiy be an imvenerrable 
ſh'eld, [** The G ernment 1s to-us unlawſul ; 1nd therefore we 
« cinnot,, we'dare not :fent, conſent, or ſubſcribe unto ir.) 

To follow rhe Rev. Aurhor, 1n Il tis Paraculars, would be horh 
dangerous, and tedious, wen one Anſwer mult ſo ofcen be repeated, 
which may ſerve once for all, Jr is to ws wilawful. 

For hence, 1. It mitcers nor at all | ** Whether the Covenonc 
« in this pare ( or others ) was1mpoſed, an raken, by a Body in 
<« Parliament, or by Single perſons, or by the King hinſelf without 
*« them. | For the thing it ſelf being u»lawfal, they were bound , 
without any Covenant taken (bur more with it) to alter, and en- 
deavour to extirpate tt, every one in his Place, and Callivg. A ne- 
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ceſlary Duty, concernirg all perſons, more, ot leſs ; asir may and: 


muſt be done, by every one fingle ( Ifay (ill in his Place and Cal- 
ling) ſoit may be covenanted to be endeavoured, by one or more 
together. This is Aſſerted by a Learned Epiſcope/ Dottor [* That 
* ro fulfil the expreſs Commandment of wod, no man coubteth, 
+ but that a Covenant May be made, not only withour, but againſt 
* che ComT.and of a Prince. | 
2, Ifchething bein it ſelf w#lawfnl, then ta Covenant to en- 
devour (each in his Place and Calling, ) toextirpate a finſul Go- 
vernment, is not againlt, |< 1, The Kings Rights, either as $.- 
* pream Governour,or as Legiſlator. 2.Nor againit the Lawes of the 
* Land, 3.Nor again(t the Priviledges of Parliament. 4.Nor againlt 
* the liberties of the ſubjes.5.Nor againſt any former obligations. ] 
God hath the firſt Obligation.upon us, by our Baptiſm, and Chri- 
Rian Profeſſion ( 7 (ay (till, each in his Place and Calling.) | To 
contend earneſtly for the Fanh once delivered to the Saints, Jude v. 3.] 
And conſequently ro endeavour to remove and root out, all De 
Qrine, Worſhip, Diſcipline, or Gzvernment contrary thereunto: / 
ſhall. nor ſo much diſtruſt the Krderftanding of any Reader ; much 
| leſsthe Judgment of the Learned Caſuiſt, as that they will deny the 
former Conſequences (upon my borrowed , or begged Suppoſition) 
or that they are not ealily able, if-bur willing, te mike Application 
thereof, to all the Particulars nawed. | 
Much. more might have been ſzid, to. many things, bur Iam 


- warned by anothers Harm, |** Not rofly too near the.Candle, leſt. 


* I be ſcorched by the. Flame. ] 
5. The Conclnhon.. 
Concerning the Eawfulneſs of: Re-Oradination, &c. 

There is one thing ( and bur one thing, he ſaies ) more, in the 
Conditioy of Law, reguired of Miniſters, by the AR, and that is, 
[* Re-Ordination of ſuch, as were Ordained by Presbyters only, 
* and Orcination of others, by Bzfhops. |. And both theſe are much 
ſcrupled by ſome, men of hopeful, and very uſeful parts -. The lat- 
rer ſort, becauſe they believing Biſhops, as ſuch, and .asa diſtin&t 
Order from Presbyrers, to be unlawful, care. not- come under un- 
authorized hands: The former, becauſe they judge their Ordinati- 
on valid, by Presbyters ; and dare. no.more. be re- ordained, then 
re-baptized. And indeed, if their Ordination by Presbyrers, be in- 
valid, all their Miniſterial Acts, by vertue of that Qrdination, are 


null, (as ſome Prelates have told them :)and if not they themſelves, 


yet 
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yet thoſe baptized by them, . mutt be re-baptized, or. elſe they are. 
ſcarce Chriſtians : which ſeems very harſh Dodtrine, from them, . 
who as thy. cry out of Anabapxiſts, for Re-baptization;; ſoin ſome 
Caſes,allow a Woman to baptize:Let thera conſider it:and Z attend. 
him. He uſes many Reaſons,to perſwade the firſt ſort (though no» 
thing to the ſecond) nor to ſick at Re-ordination. As, 

| x, Conſidering, that Liberty is not dented them, to keep, 
« theirown ſenſe, whether Ordination by Presbyrers, -is valid, or 
« not.] Taois is, as if the Children of Anzbaprilts,, being forced by. 
Law, tobe baptized , ſhould perſwace. their Parents roſuffer ic, 
conlidering that. Liberty is not denied them, to keep their own 
ſenſe, whether this Baptiſm is valid, or nor; and they may rebap- 
tize them, when at Age. Does an Ordinance of God, depend op -- 
on mens ſenſe thereot ?- Or may.men dally wich it in this manner ? 
and not take his Name in vain? However, ſome Biſhops tell them, 
their firlt Ocrdination, with all che Acts theredf are null, and bid. 
them repent of all. Now if cheir Ocdination be: judged by. them, 
to be valid, they in repeating of ir, offend againſt che. Word, the 
Ocdainers, and thoſe Churches that have no Biſhops, ..as making 
theirs , no Miniſters, no. Churches.. IE they.judge it nec valid, 
' they offend (if bur ignorantly ) againſt che /»ſtitmrzon of Chrilt 3 
who.hathplaced Ocdination in a Presbyrery. Biſhops themſelves 
being ficlt Ordzined by ſuch, (even B. Tzmochy, if. a B.. he was ) 
as Hitrow: (wich. the Scripture ) hath proved, and others follow. 
bime herein, ; 

[**2. The At (he ſaie; )- makes itſelf no judge of the Ordin+» 
*cion dy Presbyters, in forreign Chucches.] In words, and dire&s- - 
ly ic does not ;- but implicitly, and conſequeancially ir does ; Elſe; 
why doth-ic ſo(trictly, (o-rigorcuſly, require Ordination by: a Bi- 
ſhop ? Bur as making the former null,, and invalid , toany Mini- * 
terial Acts ? Yea ſome Prelacical men.. ſtick! not to affirm thoſe - 
Churches to-be none, thit want Biſhops... ; 

[©© 3. There is no.other-way ({ſaies he), to exerciſe. their Minis - 
* try. in.chis.Church, by Law, or-coenticle cliem co a Charge , or 
*the Protics thereof. ] How true this is,. appeares, jn ,thac many 
| Prieſts, ordained by Popiſh -Biſhops., are admirred, co all thoſe, . 
- Without Re-ordination, Iris a ſad thing, that a Presbyrery of pi- 

ous, Learned, Occhodox men, ſhould not find the ſame favour with + 
Proteſtants, Bur if Ocdination by Presbyters,. be Evangelical, .is | 
ſhould ſeeax reaſonable, it ſhould be made Legal: , NoLaw-of : 


K.2. man: 
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man ought to countermand the Inliitutions of JeſusChri. And what 
1s this, but a kmd of Independant Principle, os the'one de, who al- 
low and require Re-ordination of theirMinitters(ſuch as 1 i$)ag oft 
as they remove from one congregation to-another:And on the other 
{ide,a kind of Anabapriſtical Fancy,& praftiſe,who allow, & require 
rebzptization of choſe baptized by our epiſcopa'Minifters. Ard laſtly 
it ſeems a too near Complyance with Rowe ;* where they re-ordain 
thoſe of qurs,that convert, or apoltate to them, thoueh ordained by 
our Biſhops,as our Biſhops re-ordain thoſe ordained by Presbytets, 
This Recaliation may ſeerh juſt, and reaſonable, ar leaſt from God. 

4. To ſave himſelt a further Labour, he refers us to Mr. Haw 
phries Juſtificacion of his own,: and” others Re-ordination : Klas 
poor Soul? A worſe Perſwafive could ſcarce have been broueht : 
Whoſe Tracts are judged by ſome very weak, and by others ſuffici- 
ently confuted; and which 1s more, (trongly, really contracicted, 
by a moſt vehement Abjuration,of his 2 Ordination by a Bithop. 

Concerning his own ſolemn Profeſſion and Subſcription, ex 4- 
#7m0;[* That he hath not uſed one Argument, but whar he jucges 
** convincing,@c.| I,for my part,am in Charity bound , and willing 
to believe him : For upon tis Swppoſition, 1 ſhould eafily be convin- 
ced my ſelf ; that is, [*© if the Government, Liturgy, Ceremonies 
* of -this Church; be in all, and every thing, true and lawful,] 
(Which are-indeed all concerned, and ſuppoſed in the Declarations; 
bur not by him ac all proved, but confeſle\ly here, raken for grant- 
ed) I ſhould beready to profeſs Conformity to them ; notwith- 


anding many ' Inconvemences 1n them : But when his Oppoſites - 


cake many things to be unlawful, and he preſumes to rake them all 
for lawful 3 he may perhaps periwace ſore, thar are of his mind, 
| (which few are) but cannor in reaſon hope ro make them his Proſe- 
lytes, who judge any thing in them, unlawful. _ | 
Thereare ſome other things here repeated, which have been ſpoken 
toelſewhere, and I paſs them by.I have one humble requeſt ro make 
' ro the Rev. Caſuiſt; and I have done: That at his ncx: leiſure, he 
will be pleaſed to give ſome few new Argutrents, (for rhe 91d, we 
chink, are inſufficient, andſufficiently anfwered) to prove,, T ſay 
not all andevery thing in the Declarations ro. be neceflary ( that 
wauldbe too harda Task) but ro. prove, the rhings controverred, 
theGovernmenr;Liturgie, Ceremonies to'be Lvl, according rs 
the Wordof G6&?/ and: I. ſhall! engage my felf, and whar little 
Credit I have, either*-ro give him @ fair, and full Anfwer, with 
Meekneſs, and Modelty ; or; ifI cannor, to yield my ſelf his Pco- 
ſciyte, FIN1S. 


